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P  R  E  F  A  C  E. 


r1HHE  delign  of  the  following  work  is  to  prefer ve  the  memory 
JL  of  thofe  great  and  good  men  among  the  Reformers,  who  loll 
their  preferments  in  the  church,  for  attempting  a  further  reformation 
of  its  difcjpline  and  ceremonies;  and  to  account  for  the  rife  and 
progrefs  of  that  feparation  from  the  national  edablilhment  which 
fubfids  to  this  day. 

To  fet  this  in  a  proper  light  it  was  neceffary  to  look  back  upon  the 
fad  date  of  religion  before  the  Reformation,  and  to  conlider  the 
motives  that  induced  King  Henry  VIII.  to  break  with  the  pope,  and 
to  declare  the  Church  of  England  an  independent  body,  of  which 
lumfelf,  under  Chrid,  was  the  fupreme  head  upon  earth.  This  was 
a  bold  attempt,  at  a  time  when  all  the  powers  of  the  earth  were 
againd  him ;  and  could  not  have  fucceeded  without  an  over-ruling 
direction  of  Divine  Providence.  But  as  for  any  real  amendment  of 
the  doctrines,  or  fuperditions  of  popery,  any  further  than  was  ne- 
ceffary  to  fecure  his  own  fuprernacy,  and  thofe  vad  revenues  of  the 
church  which  he  had  grafped  into  his  hands,  whatever  his  majedy 
might  defign,  he  had  not  the  honour  to  accomplifh. 

The  reformation  made  a  quick  progrefs  in  the  fhort  reign  of  King 
Edward  V I.  who  had  been  educated  under  protedant  tutors,  and 
was  himfelf  a  prodigious  genius  for  his  age;  he  fettled  the  dodtrines 
of  the  church,  and  intended  a  reformation  of  its  government  and 
laws;  but  his  noble  defigns  were  obdruRed  by  fome  temporizing 
bilhops,  who,  having  complied  with  the  impofitions  of  King  Henry 
VIII.  were  willing  to  bring  others  under  the  fame  yoke;  and  to  keep 
up  an  alliance  with  the  church  of  Rome ,  led  they  fhould  lofe  the  un¬ 
interrupted  fuccedion  of  their  characters  from  the  apodles.  The 
controverfy  that  gave  rife  to  the  separation  began  in  this  reign, 
on  occafion  of  Bifhop  Hooper  s  refufing  to  be  confecrated  in  the 
popilh  habits :  This  may  feem  an  unreafonable  fcruple  in  the  opinion 
of  fome  people,  but  was  certainly  an  affair  of  great  confequence  to 
the  reformation,  when  the  habits  were  the  known  badges  of  popery; 
and  when  the  adminijlrations  of  the  prieds  were  thought  to  receive 
their  validity  from  the  confecrated  vejhnents ,  as  I  am  afraid  many  both 
of  the  clergy  and  common  people  are  too  inclinable  to  apprehend  at 
this  day.  Had  the  reformers  fixed  upon  other  decent  garments,  as 
badges  of  the  epifcopal  or  priedly  office,  which  had  no  relation  to 
the  fuperditions  of  popery,  this  controverfy  had  been  prevented. — * 
But  the  fame  regard  to  the  old  religion  was  had  in  revidng  the  liturgy, 
and  tranflating  it  into  the  Englijh  language ;  the  reformers ,  indead  of 
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framing  a  new  one  in  the  language  of  holy  fcripture,  had  recourfe  to 
iht  offices  oi  the  church  of  Rome ,  leaving  out  fuch  prayers  and  paf- 
ages  as  were  o&enfive,  and  adding  certain  refponfes  to  engage  the 
attention  of  the  common  people,  who  till  this  time  had  no  concern 
m  the  pubhck  devotions  of  the  church,  as  being  uttered  in  an  un¬ 
known  tongue.  I  his  was  thought  a  very  confiderable  advance,  and 
as  much  as  the  times  would  bear,  but  was  not  defigned  for  the  laft 
Itandard  of  the  Englijh  reformation;  however,  the  immature  death 
or  young  King  Edward  put  an  end  to  all  further  progrefs. 

Upon  the  acceffion  of  Queen  Mary ,  popery  revived  by  the  fupre- 
macy’s  being  lodged  in  a  lingle  hand;  and  within  the  compafs  of 
little  more  than  a  year,  became  a  fecond  time  the  eftablifhed  religion 
of  the  church  of  England :  The  ftatutes  of  King  Edward  were  re- 
pealcd,  and  the  penal  laws  againft  hereticks  were  put  in  execution 
againft  the  reformers;  many  of  whom,  after  a  long  imprifonment, 
and  cruel  tiials  of  mockings  and  fcourgings,  made  a  noble  confeffion 
of  their  faith  before  many  witneffes,  and  fealed  it  with  their  blood. 
Great  numbers  fled^  into  banifhment,  and  were  entertained  by  the 
reroimed  dates  of  Germany ,  Switzerland ,  and  Geneva ,  with  great 
;  the  .  magiffrates  enfranchifing  them,  and  appointing 
churches  for  their  publick  worfhip.  But  here  began  the  fatal  divi- 
fi°n  ;t  fome  or  tne  exiles  were  for  keeping  to  the  liturgy  of  Kano- 
Edward ,  as  tne  religion  of  their  country,  while  others,  confiderin°* 
that  thofe  laws  were  repealed,  apprehended  themfelves  at  full  liberty; 
and  having  no  prolpedf  of  returning  home,  they  refolved  to  lhake  oft 
the  remains  of  antichrift,  and  to  copy  after  the  purer  forms  of  thofe 
enmehes  among  whom  they  lived.  Accordingly  the  congregation 
at  Frankfort ,  by  the  defire  of  the  magistrates,  began  upon  the  Geneva 
model,  with  an  additional  prayer  for  the  affliffied  date  of  the  church 
of  England  at  that  time;  but  when  Dr.  Cox,  afterwards  bifhop  of 
Ely,  came  with  a  new  detachment  from  England,  he  interrupted  the 
publick  fervice  by  anfwering  aloud  after  the  minijler,  which  occalioned 
fuch  a  difturbance  and  divifion  as  could  never  be  healed.  Mr.  Knox 
and  Mr,  Whittingham,  with  one  half  of  the  congregation,  being  ob¬ 
liged  to  remove  to  Geneva,  Dr.  Cox  and  his  friends  kept  poiTeffion  of 
the  church  at  Frankfort,  till  there  arofe  fuch  quarrels  and  contentions 
among  themfelves  as  made  them  a  reproach  to  the  Strangers  amom" 
whom  they  lived.  Thus  the  Separation  began. 

When  the  exiles,  upon  the  acceffion  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  returned 
to  England,  each  party  were  for  advancing  the  reformation  according 

•f  Fata!  divifion ;  i.  e.  on  account  of  the  animofities  it  created  and  the  miferies 
in  which  it  involved  very  many  perfons  and  families:  but  in  another  view,  it 
was  an  happy  divifion,  for  it  hath  been  effentially  Serviceable  to  civil  as  well  as 
religious  liberty,  and  like  other  evils,  been  productive  of  many  important  good, 
effects:  as  the  author  himfelf  points  out,  p.  viii.  Ed. 
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to  their  own  ftandard.  The  Queen,  with  thofe  that  had  weathered 
the  ftorm  at  home,  were  only  for  reftoring  King  Edward's  liturgy , 
but  the  majority  of  the  exiles  were  for  the  worfhip  and  difcipline  of 
the  foreign  churches,  and  refufed  to  comply  with  the  old  eftablifh- 
ment,  declaiming  loudly  againit  tire  popifh  habits  and  ceremonies. 
The  new  bifhops,  moft  of  whom  had  been  their  companions  abroad, 
endeavoured  to  foften  them  for  the  prefent,  declaring  they  would  ufe 
all  their  interelfs  at  court  to  make  them  eafy  in  a  little  time.  I  he 
Queen  alfo  connived  at  their  non-conformity ,  till  her  government  was 
pitied,  but  then  declared  roundly,  that  (he  had  fixed  her  ftandard, 
and  would  have  all  her  fubjcTs  conform  to  it;  upon  which  the  bifhops 
ftiffened  in  their  behaviour,  explained  away  their  promifes,  and  be  j 
came  too  fevere  againft  their  diffenting  brethren. 

In  the  year  1564,  their  lordfhips  began  to  fhew  their  authority, 
by  urging  the  clergy  of  their  feveral  diocefes  to  fubferibe  the  liturgy , 
ceremonies  and  difcipline  of  the  church ;  when  thofe  that  refufed  were 
iirft  called  Puritans ,  a  name  of  reproach  derived  from  the  Cathari , 
or  Puritanic  of  the  third  century  after  Chrift,  but  proper  enough  to 
exprefs  their  defires  of  a  more  pure  form  of  worlhip  and  difcipline  in 
the  church.  When  the  dodirines  of  Arminius  took  place  in  the  latter 
end  of  the  reign  of  James  I.  thofe  that  adhered  to  Calvin  s  explica¬ 
tion  of  the  five  difputed  points  were  called  doctrinal  puritans-,  and  at 
length  (fays  Mr.  Fuller%)  the  name  was  improved  to  ftigmatize  all 
thofe  who  endeavoured  in  their  devotions  to  accompany  the  minifter 
with  a  pure  heart,  and  who  were  remarkably  holy  in  their  conver- 
fations.  A  puritan  therefore  was  a  man  of  fevere  morals,  a  Calvinfl 
in  doctrine,  and  a  non-coriformifi  to  the  ceremonies  and  difcipline  of  the 
church,  though  they  did  not  totally  feparate  from  it. 

The  ghteen,  having  conceived  a  ftrong  averfion  to  thefe  people, 
pointed  all  her  artillery  againft  them ;  for  befides  the  ordinary  courts 
of  the  bifhops,  her  majefty  eredted  a  new  tribunal,  called  the  court  of 
High  Commijfon,  which  fufpended  and  deprived  men  of  their  livings, 
not  by  the  verdict  of  twelve  men  upon  oath,  but  by  the  fovereign 
determination  of  three  commiftioners  of  her  majefty ’s  own  nomina¬ 
tion,  founded  not  upon  the  Jlatute  laws  of  the  realm,  but  upon  the 
bottomlefs  deep  of  the  canon  law ;  and  inftead  of  producing  witneftes 
in  open  court  to  prove  the  charge,  they  aftumed  a  power  of  admi- 
niftering;  an  oath  ex  officio,  whereby  the  prifoner  was  obliged  to  anfwer 
all  queftions  the  court  fliould  put  him,  though  never  fo  prejudicial 
to  his  own  defence:  if  he  refufed  to  fwear,  he  was  imprifoned  for 
contempt ;  and  if  he  took  the  oath,  he  was  convidted  upon  his  own 

confeftion. 
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furfuevants  to  bring  minifters  out  of  the  country  and  keeninAhem 
wVr7almo“eCSurtohtKi  intferrogat4es  UP°"  oathfwhich 

.oa  man  „d  all, his  „„t for, infufficiencyj  „r 

»kh  ti  e  Cm\f  “the"  m,'°S  ?  IT"  for  lapsing 

,Jl  the  *'gn  °i_  the  crofs,  or  not  fubfcribing  to  certain  article*  tin* 

had  no  foundation  in  law.  A  fourth  part  of  all  the  preachers  in 

England  were  under  fufpenfion  from  one  or  other  of  thefe  courts  a” 

a  t„ne  when  not  one  beneficed  clergyman  in  fix  was  capable  of  com- 

P,’ylg  3  fer,m°n‘  ,  1  he  ^ge  of  all  thofe  laws  that  were^ade  againft 
ppijh  ;  ecufants ,  who  were  continually  plotting  againft  the  Queen"  was 
turned  again Vxprotejiant  non-conformifts ;  nay,  in  many  cafe  thevhsd 
no.  the  benefit  of  the  law.  fo/a.  Lord 

S'&.fcH01?!'!” Prehr0f' “IV"  l“’h  "!in  ,he TOtfl timel 

e  r  *•  ,lhey  vvho  look  back  upon  the  council  books 
«  0  thofe  times  (fays  his  lordfhip)  and  upon  the  ads  of  the  Star- 

l  himbet  then,  fnall  find  as  high  mftances  of  power  and  foverehnty 

cc  berty, and  pr,0pert>' of  the  as  can  be  fince  given! 

but  the  art,  order  and  gravity  of  thofe  proceedings  (where  fhort, 

tt  Severe,  conftant  rules  were  let,  and  fmartly  purfued,  and  the  party 

«  fe  .°n,7 the  weiSnt  °f  the  judgment,  not  the  paflion  of  his  judges! 
ma  e  them  lefs  ta.cen  notice  of,  and  fo  lefs  grievous  to  the  pubfick, 
though  as  intolerable  to  the  perfon.^  F 

Thefe  feverities,  inftead  of  reconciling  the  puritans  to  the  church 

drove  them  further  from  it;  for  men  don’t  care  to  be  beat  from  their 

principlesTy  the  artillery  of  canons,  injunctions,  and  penal  laws-,  nor 

can  they  be  in  love  with  a  church  that  ufes  fuch  methods  of  con- 

verfion.  A  great  deal  of  ill  blood  was  bred  in  the  nation  by  thefe 

proceedings;  the  bijhops  loft  their  efteem  with  the  people,  and  the 

number  ot  puritans  was  not  really  lefiened,  though  they  lay  conceal- 

ed,  till  in  the  next  age  they  got  the  power  into  their  hands,  and  Ihook 
oft  the  yoke. 

i  The  reputation  of  the  church  of  England  has  been  very  much 
advanced  oi  late  years,  by  the  fufpenfion  of  the  penal  laws,  and  the 
legal  indulgence  granted  to  proteftant  diffenters.  Long  experience 
has  taught  us,  that  uniformity  in  doddne  and  worfhio,  enforced  by 
penal  laws,  is  not  the  way  to  the  church’s  peace;  that  there  may  be 
ssjeparation  from  a  true  church  without  fchifm-,  and  fchifm  within  a 
churcn,  without  feparation;  that  the  indulgence  granted  by  law  to 
proteftant  non-conformifts,  which  has  now  fublifted  above  forty 
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years,  has  not  been  prejudicial  to  church  or  date,  but  rather  advan¬ 
tageous  to  both  ;  for  the  revenues  of  the  eftablifhed  church  have  not 
been  leffened;  a  number  of  poor  have  been  maintained  by  the  dif- 
fenters,  which  mud  otherwife  have  come  to  the  parifh;  the  feparation 
has  kept  up  an  emulation  among  the  clergy;  quickened  them  to 
their  padoral  duty,  and  been  a  check  upon  their  moral  behaviour; 
and  I  will  venture  to  fay,  whenever  the  feparate  affemblies  of  pro¬ 
tedant  non -conform ids  (hall  ceafe,  and  all  men  be  obliged  to  wor- 
ihip  at  their  paridi  churches,  that  ignorance  and  lazinefs  will  prevail 
among  the  clergy;  and  that  the  laity  in  many  parts  of  the  country 
will  degenerate  into  fuperdition,  prophanenefs,  and  downright  athe- 
ifm.  With  regard  to  the  State \  it  ought  to  be  remembered,  that 
the  protedant  diffenters  have  always  dood  by  the  laws  and  con- 
dilution  of  their  country ;  that  they  joined  heartily  in  the  glorious 
Revolution  of  King  William  and  Queen  Mary ,  and  fuffered  for 
their  deady  adherence  to  the  protedant  fucceflion  in  the  illudrious 
houfe'of  his  present  majesty,  when  great  numbers  that  called 
themfelves  churchmen  were  looking  another  way;  for  this,  the fchifm 
hill  and  other  hardships  were  put  upon  them,  and  not  for  their  re¬ 
ligious  differences  with  the  church;  for  if  they  would  have  joined 
the  adminijlration  at  that  time,  it  is  well  known  they  might  have 
made  much  better  terms  for  themfelves :  but  as  long  as  there  is  a 
protejtant  dijfenter  in  England ,  there  will  be  a  friend  of  Liberty,  and 
of  our  prefent  happy  Conditution.  Indead  therefore  of  cru  filing 
them,  or  comprehending  them  within  the  church,  it  mud  be  the 
intered  of  all  true  lovers  of  their  country,  even  upon  political  views, 
to  eafe  their  complaints,  and  to  fupport  and  countenance  their  chrif- 
tian  liberty. 

F or  though  the  church  of  England  is  as  free  from  perfecuting 
principles  as  any  edablidiment  in  Europe ,  yet  dill  there  are  fome 
grievances  remaining,  which  wife  and  good  men  of  all  parties  wifh 
might  be  reviewed ;  not  to  mention  the  fuhfcriptions  which  affect  the 
clergy;  there  is  the  act  of  the  25th  of  King  Charles  II.  for  prevent - 
ing  dangers  arifeng  from  popijh  recufants ,  commonly  called  the  Teft 
“  which  obliges,  under  very  fevere  penalties,  all  perfons,  [of  the  laity] 
“  bearing  any  office,  or  place  of  trud  or  profit,  (befides  taking  the 
<c  oaths  of  allegiance  and  fupremacy,  and  fubferibing  a  declaration 
“  againd  tranfubdantiation)  to  receive  the  facrament "of  the  Lord’s 
u  fupper  according  to  the  ufage  of  the  church  of  England ,  in  fome 
£C  parifh  church,  on  a  Lord’s  day,  immediately  after  divine  fervice 
cc  and  fermon,  and  to  deliver  a  certificate  of  having  fo  received  it, 
cc  unden  the  hands  of  the  refpedtive  miniders  and  churchwardens, 
“  proved  by  two  credible  witneffes  upon  oath,  to  be  recorded  in 
“  court.”  It  appears  by  the  title  of  this  a S,  and  by  the  difpofition 
ot  the  parliament  at  that  time,  that  it  was  not  defigned  againd  pro¬ 
tedant  non-conformids ;  but  the  dij] enters  in  the  houfe  generoudy 
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came  into  it  to  fave  the  nation  from  popery ;  for  when  the  court,  in 
order  to  throw  out  the  bill,  put  them  upon  moving  for  a  chufe*  to 
except  their  friends,  Mr.  Love ,  who  had  already  declared  againft  the 
difpenfmg  power,  hood  up,  and  defired  that  the  nation  might  firft  be 
i  ecu  red  againft  popery,  by  paffing  the  bill  without  any  amendment, 
and  that  then,  if  the  houfe  pleafed,  fome  regard  might  be  had  to 
frotejlant  diffienters ;  in  which  (fays  Mr.  Eachard )  heVas  feconded 
by  molt  of  his  party.f  I  he  bill  was  voted  accordingly,  and  another 
brought  in  for  the  eafe  of  his  majeftfs  proteftant  diffenting  fubjedts , 
which  palled  the  Commons ,  but  before  it  could  get  through  the  Lords, 
the  King  came  to  the  houfe  and  prorogued  the  parliament.  Thus 
the  proteftant  non-conformifts,  out  of  their  abundant  zeal  for  the 
proteftant  religion,  (hackled  themfelves,  and  were  left  upon  a  level 
\vith  popifh  recufants. 

It  was  necefiary  to  fecure  the  nation  againft  popery  at  that  time, 
when  the  prefumptive  heir  of  the  crown  was  of  that  religion;  but 
whether  it  ought  not  to  have  been  done  by  a  civil  rather  than  by  a 
religious  tef ,  1  leave  with  the  reader.  The  obliging  ail  perfons  in 
places  of  civil  truft  to  receive  the  holy  facrament  of  the  Lord’s 
(upper,  feems  to  be  a  hardship  upon  thofe  gentlemen,  whole  manner 
of  life  loudly  declares  their  unntnefs  for  fo  facred  a  folemnity,  and 
who  wrould  not  run  the  hazard  of  eating  and  drinking  unworthily, 
but  that  they  fatisfy  themfelves  with  throwing  off  the  guilt  upon  the 
impofers.  Great- Britain  mud  not  expedf  an  army  of  faints;  nor 
is  the  time  yet  come,  when  all  her  officers  Jhall  be  peace ,  and  her 
exadlors  right  eoufnefs.  It  is  no  lefs  a  hard  (la  ip  upon  a  great  body  of 
his  majefty’s  mod  dutiful  and  loyal  fubjedfs,  who  are  qualified  to 
ferve  their  King  and  country,  in  all  offices  of  civil  truft,  and  would 
perform  their  duty  with  all  chearfulnefs,  did  they  not  fcruple  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  facrament  after  the  ufage  of  the  church  of  England ,  or  to 
proftitute  a  Jacred  and  religious  injlitution ,  as  a  qualification  for  a 
civil  employment.  I  can  fee  no  inconvenience  either  to  church  or 
date,  if  his  majesty,  as  the  common  father  of  his  people,  fhould 
have  the  fervice  of  all  his  fubjects,  who  are  willing  to  fwear  allegiance 
to  his  royal  perfon  and  government;  to  renounce  all  foreign  jurif- 
didiion,  and  to  give  all  reafonable  fecurity  not  to  difturb  the  church 
of  England ,  or  any  of  their  fellow  fubjedis,  in  the  peaceable  em¬ 
ployment  of  their  religious  or  civil  rights  and  properties.  Befides, 
the  removing  this  grievance  would  do  honour  to  the  church  of  Eng¬ 
land  itfelf,  by  obviating  the  charge  of  impofition,  and  by  relieving 
the  clergy  from  a  part  of  their  work,  which  has  given  fome  of  them 
very  great  uneafinefs :  but  I  am  chiefly  concerned  for  the  honour  of 
religion  and  publick  virtue,  which  is  wounded  hereby  in  the  houfe 

ft  Eachard’s  Church  Hiftory,  Ad.  Ann.  1672-3. 
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of  its  friends.  If  therefore  (as  feme  conceive)  the  facr omental  tejl 
be  a  national  biemiih,  I  humbly  conceive,  with  all  due  fubmiflion, 
the  removal  of  it  would  he  a  pubiick.  biclln.g. 

The  protefhmt  non-conformifts  obferve  with  pleafure  the  right 
reverend  fathers  of  the  church  owning  the  caufe  ot  religious  liberty, 
cc  That  private  judgment  ought  to  be  formed  upon  examination ,  and  that. 

“  religion  is  a  free  and  unforced  thing.”  And  we  fmcerely  join  witn 
the  Lord  Bilhop  of  Lichfield  and  Coventry ,  in  the  preface  to  his  ex¬ 
cellent  vindication  of  the  miracles  of  our  blefl'ed  Saviour,*  “  in  con- 
“  gratulating  our  country  on  the  enjoyment  of  their  civil  and  cc- 
“  clefiafticaf  liberties  within  their  juft  and  reafonable  bounds ,  as  the 
«  moft  valuable  bleflings though  we  are  not  fully  fatisfied  with 
the  reafonable  of  thofe  bounds  his  lordfiup  has  fixed.  Cxod  forbid! 
that  any  among  us  fhould  be  patrons  of  open  prophanenefs,  irreiigion, 
feurrility,  or  ill  manners  to  the  eftablifhed  religion  of  the  nation 
much  lefs  that  we  Ihould  countenance  any  who  blafphemoufly  revile 
the  founder  of  it,  or  who  deride  whatfoever  is  lacred.  No :  we  have 
a  fervent  zeal  for  the  honour  of  our  Lord  and  Maher,  and  are  de- 

fir 
w 

of  ftOPP^&  ' - -  --  -  -  .  1 

fines  and  imprifoaments,  even  though,  to  tneir  own  mtamy  and 

fhame,  they  treat  it  with  indecency:  let  fcandal  and  ill  manneis  be 

punifhed  as  it  deferves,  but  let  not  men  be  terriiied  fi  om  fp caking 

out  their  doubts,  or  propofing  their  objedboiTS  againft  the  gofpel 

Revelation,  which  w£  are  fure  Will  bear  a  tnorough  examination , 

and  though  the  late  ungenerous  attacks  upon  the  miracles  of  our 

biefTed  Saviour,  may  have  had  an  ill  influence  upon  the  giddy  and 

unthinking  youth  of  the  age,  they  have  .given  occafion  to  the  pub- 

lifhing  fuch  a  number  of  incomparable  defences  of  Chrittianity,  as 

have  confirmed  the  faith  of  many,  and  mail  fatisiy  tne  minds  Oi  all 

reafonable  enquirers  after  truth. 

Nor  do  we  think  it  right  to  fix  the  boundaries  .pf  religious  liberty 
upon  the  degree  oj  people’s  differing  from  the  national  ejlablijhment , 
becaufe  enthufiajls  or  Jews  have  an  equal  right  with  Chriitians  to 
worfhip  God  in  their  own  way;  to  defend  their  own  peculiar  doc¬ 
trines,  and  to  enjoy  the  publick  protection,  as  long  as  they  keep  the 
peace,  and  maintain  no  principles  manifeftly  inconiiftent  with  the 
fafety  of  the  government  they  live  under. 

But  his  lordfhip  apprehends  he  has  a  chain  of  aemonftrable  pro¬ 
portions  to  maintain  his  boundaries :  he  obferves,  u  i.  Fhat  the 

true  ends  of  government  cannot  fubfift  without  religion ,  no  reafon- 
u  able  man  will  difpute  it.  2.  1  hat  open  impiety,  or  a  publLk 
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]c  °PP0^0n  ^ade  to,  and  an  avowed  contempt  of  the  eftablifhed 

religion,  which  is  a  confiderable  part  of  the  conftitution,  do  greatly 

“  frT°  eKthe  r  UrbaF'e  of  the  Publick  peace,  and  naturally  tend 
fha?  I  fubyerf;°n  °l the  whoJe  conftitution.”  It  is  here  fuppofed 
that  one  particular  religion  mull  be  incorporated  into  the  conftitution 

which  is  not  necedary  to  the  ends  of  government ;  for  religion  and 
civ.il  government  are  didmcf  things,  and  ftand  upon  a  feparate  bafts. 

c  ,gion  in  g'-neial  is  the  lupport  of  civil  government,  and  it  is  the 
office  of  the  evil  magiftrate  to  prated  all  his  dutiful  and  loyal  fub- 
jefls  m  the  free  exercife  of  their  religion ;  but  to  incorporate  one 
'  particular  religion  into  the  conftitution,  fo  as  to  make  it  part  of  the 
common  law ,  and  to  conclude  from  thence,  that  the  conftitution,  having 
a  right  to  preferve  ltfelt,  may  make  laws  for  the  punifhment  of  thofe 
that  pubhckly  oppofe  any  one  branch  of  it,  is  to  put  an  effectual 
flop  to  the  progreis  ot  the  reformation  throughout  the  whole  chriftian 
world;  for  by  tnis  reaioning  our  firft  reformers  muftbe  condemned; 
and  it  a  fobjec.  of  France ,  or  the  eccl-ftajlicaljlate,  fhould  at  this  time 
write  againu  the  ufurped  power  of  the  pope;  or  expofe  the  abfur- 
dities  of  tranfubftantiation,  adoration  of  the  hoft,  worfhippino-  of 
images,  ccc.  it  wouid  be  laudable  for  the  legislative  powers  of  thofe 
countries  to  fend  the  writer  to  the  gallies,  or  ihut  him  uo  in  a  dungeon" 
as  a  difturber  of  the  publick  peace,  becaufe  popery  is  fopported  by¬ 
law,  and  is  a  very  confiderable  part  of  their  conftitution. 

But  to  fupport  the  government’s  right  to  enad  penal  laws  againft 
thofe  that  oppofed  the  eftablithed  religion,  his  lordlhip  is  pleafed  to 
refer  us  to  the  edicts  of  the  firft  chriftian  emperors  out  of  the  Codex 
Theodoftanus ,  compofed  in  the  5th  century,  which  acquaints  us  with 
the  fentiments  of  tnat  and  the  preceding  age;  but  fays  nothing  of 
the  doctrine  ot  fenpture,  01  of  tne  practice  of  the  church  for  300 
years  before  the  empire  became  chriftian.  His  lordthip  then  fubjoins 
lundry  patlages  out  of  a  lermon  or  Arclibifhop  Fillotfon ,  whom  he 
juftly  ranks  among  the  greateft  of  the  modems.  But  it  ought  to 
be  remembered,  that  this  lermon  was  preached  at  court  in  the  year 
1680,  when  the  nation  was  in  imminent  clanger  from  the  popifn  plot. 
His  lordthip  iliou.d  al.o  have  acquainted  his  readers  with  the  arch- 
bithop’s  cautious  introduction,  which  is  this:  “  I  cannot  think  (till 
1  be  better  DijoTmed^  which  1  a?n  always  ready  to  be J  that  any  pre- 
“  tcnce  of  conference  warrants  any  man,  that  cannot  work  miracles, 

“  to  draw  men  orr  from  the  eftablifhed  religion  of  a  nation,  nor 
“  openly  to  make  profelytes  to  his  own  religion,  in  contempt  of  the 
“  magiftrate  and  the  law,  though  he  is  never  fo  fore  he  is  in  the 
u  right.  *  i  his  propofition,  though  pointed  at  the  popifti  miflion- 
aries  in  England  at  that  time,  is  not  only  inconfiftent  with  the  pro- 
teftant  reformation,  (as  I  ofcferved  before)  but  mud  effedually  pre- 


Abp,  i  iilotfon’s  Works,  vol.  i.  fol.  p*3^0y  321. 
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vent  the  propagating  of  chriftianity  among  the  idolatrous  nations  of 
the  Eaftern  and  Weftern  Indians ,  without  a  new  power  or  working 
miracles,  which  we  have  no  ground  to  expect ;  and  I  may  venture 
to  afl'ure  his  lordihip  and  the  world,  that  the  good  archbidtop  lived 
to  fee  his  miftake ;  and  could  name  the  learned  perion  to  whom  he 
frankly  confeffedit  after  fome  hours  converfation  upon  the  fubject:} 
But  human  authorities  are  of  little  weight  in  points  ot  reafon  and 

fpeculation. 

It  was  from  this  mifbken  principle  that  the  government  preffed  fo 
bard  upon  thofe  puritans  whole  hiitory  is  now  before  the  reader ;  in 
which  he  will  obferve  how  the  transferring  the  fupremacy  from  the 
pope  to  the  king,  united  the  church  and  fiate  into  one  body  under 
one  head,  infomuch  that  writing  againft  the  church  was  conltrued 
by  the  judges  in  JVefiminJer-Hail,  a  feditious  libelling  the  queens 
government,  and  was  punifhed  with  exoibitant  fines,  impri  on 
meat  and  death.  He  will  obferve  further,  the  rife  and  progrefs  of 
the  penal  laws;  the  extent  of  the  regal  fupremacy  in  thofe  times; 
the  deplorable  ignorance  of  the  clergy ;  with  the  oppofite  principles 
of  our  church  reformers,  and  of  the  puritans,  which  I  have  let  m 
a  true  light,  and  have  purfued  the  controverfy  as  an  hiftorian  in  its 
feveral  branches,  to  the  end  of  the  long  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth  \ 
to  all  which  I  have  added  fome  fhort  remarks  of  my  own,  which 
the  reader  will  receive  according  to  their  evidence.  And  becaufe  the 
principles  of  the  Scotch  reformers  were  much  the  fame  with  thofe 
of  the  Englijh  puritans ,  and  the  impcfmg  a  liturgy  and  bilhops  upon 
them  o-ave  rife  to  a  confufion  of  the  next  age,  i  have  inferted  a  fhort 
account  of  their  religious  eflablifhment ;  and  have  enlivened  the 
whole  with  the  lives  and  characters  of  the  principal  puritans  of  thofe 

times. 

A  hiftory  of  this  kind  was  long  expected  from  the  late  reverend 
and  learned  Or.  John  Evans ,  who  nad  ioi  lome  years  been  collecting 


t  The  learned  perfon,  to  whom  Mr.  Neal  refers,  I  conceive,  was  Mr.  Howe; 
the  purport  of  the  converfation  he  had  with  the  biihop,  on  the  propofition  con¬ 
tained  in  his  fermon,  was  given  to  the  publick  by  Dr.  Calamy  in  his  memons  ot 
Mr.  Howe,  p.  75,  76.  The  fa&  was,  that  the  biihop  was  lent  for,  out  of  las  turn, 
to  preach  before  the.  King,  on  account  of  the  ficknefs  of  another  gentleman : 
and  had  prepared  his  difeourfe  in  great  hafte,  and  imprefied  with  the  general  fears 
of  popery:  the  fentiment  above  quoted  from  it,  was  the  occafion  of  its  being 
published  from  the  prefs.  For  the  King  having  llept  mofl  part  of  the  time  while 
the  fermon  was  delivered,  a  certain  nobleman,  when  it  was  over,  laid  to  him; 
a  ’Tis  pity  your  maiefty  llept,  for  we  have  had  the  rareft  piece  of  Hobbiim  that 
«<  ever  you  heard  in  your  life.’''  u  Odsfifli,  he  lhall  print  it  then,  lepiied  the 
King.  When  it  came  from  the  prefs  the  author  lent  a  copy,  as  a  prefent  to  Mu 
Howe,  who  freely  expofLulated  with  Dr.  i  illotfon  on  this  paflage,  fii  ft  in  a  long 
letter,  and  then  in  a  converfation  which  the  doftor  delired  on  the  fubjeeft,  at  tiie 
end  of  which  he  fell  to  weeping  freely,  and  laid  “Qiat  tins  v*  as  the  paofl  un¬ 
happy  thing  that  had  of  a  long  time  befallen  him.”  . 
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materials  for  this  .purpofe,  and  had  he  lived  to  perfe£t  his  defism 
wou.d  llave  done  it  to  much  greater  advantage  ;  but  I  have  feen  none 

elabl  ^of'h  v3111  am  lnf°rmfi’  l‘,at  there  is  but  a  very  fmall  matter 
,  *  abie  of  being  put  in  order  for  the  prefs.  Upon  his  deceafe  I 

forwtdVoT^’uf t0  Un1ertakf  this  .  Prov®ce,  to  bring  the  hiftory 
torwurd  to  tnoL  times  wnen  the  puritans  had  the  power- in  their  own 

huids;  in  examining  into  which  I  have  fpent  my  ieifure  hours  for 

fome  years;  but  the  pub! idling  thofe  colleftions  will  depend  under 

(orod,  upon  the  continuance  of  my  health,  and  the  acceptance  this 
meets  with  m  the  world.  F 

I  am  not  fo  vain  as  to  expeff  to  efcape  the  ccr.fures  of  criticks,  nor 
die  reproaches  of  angry  men,  who,  while  they  do  nothing  themfelves 
taKe  Plealilre  in  expofing  the  labours  of  others  in  pamphlets  and’ 
news-papers;  but  as  I  (hall  be  always  thankful  to  any  that  will  con¬ 
vince  me  of  my  miftakes  in  a  friendly  manner,  the  others  mav  be 

iecure  of  enjoying  the  fatisfaflion  of  their  fatyrical  remarks  without 
any  diiturbance  from  me. 

I  have  endeavoured  to  acquaint  myfelf  thoroughly  with  the  times 
ot  which  I  write;  and  as  I  have  no  expectations  from  any  party  of 
cnrifrians,  I  am  under  no  temptation  to  difguife  their  conduct  I 
have  cited  my  authorities  in  the  margin,  and  hatter  myfelf  that  I  have 
had  the  opportunity  of  bringing  many  things  to  light  relating  to  the 
Ju  fieri  ngs  of  the  puritans ,  and  the  hate  of  the  reformation  in  thofe 
times,  which  have  hitherto  been  unknown  to  the  world,  chiefly  by 
the  affiftance  of  a  large  manufcript  collection  of  papers,  faithfully 
transcribed  from  their  originals  in  the  univerfity  of  Cambridge ,  by  a ' 
perfon  of  character  employed  for  that  purpofe,  and  generouily  com¬ 
municated  to  me  by  my  ingenious  and  learned  friend  Dr.  Benjamin 
C rojvenor ;  for  which  1  take  this  opportunity  of  returning  him  my 
own,  and  the  thanks  of  the  publick.  Among  the  ecclefiafticai  hiiio- 
rians  of  thefe  times,  Mr.  Fuller ,  Bilhop  Burnet ,  and  Mr.  Strype ,  are 
the  chief;  the  Jail  of  whom  has  fearched  into  the  records  "of  the 
b- ngujk  reformation  more  than  any  man  of  the  age \  Dr.  Fieylin  and 
Collyer  are  of  more  fufpedled  authority,  not  fo  much  for  their  party 
principles,  as  became  the  former  never  gives  us  his  vouchers,  and 
yet  the  latter  follows  him  blindly  in  all  things. 

Upon  the  whole,  1  have  endeavoured  to  keep  in  view  the  honedy 
and  gravity  of  an  hi  dorian,  and  have  faid  nothing  with  a  defign  to 
exafperate  or  widen  the  differences  among  chriftians;  for  as  I  am  a 
fin  cere  admirer  of  the  doctrines  of  the  New  Teilament,  I  would 
have  an  equal  regard  to  its  moft  excellent  precepts,  of  which  thefe 
are  fomeot  the  capital,  that  “  We  love  one  another;  that  we  forgive 
u  offences ;  that  we  bear  one  another's  infirmities,  and  even  blefs 
them  that  curfe  us,  and  pray  for  them  that  defpitefuJly  ufe  us  and 

u  perfecute 
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tc  Derfecute  us  ”  If  this  fpirit  and  temper  were  more  prevalent,  the 
lives  of  chriftians  would  throw  a  bright  luftre  upon  the  truth  and 
excellency  of  their  divine  faith,  and  convince  the  atheifts  and  infidels 
of^the  age,  more  than  all  their  arguments  can  do  without  it. 

I  would  earneftly  recommend  this  temper  to  the  protcjlant  non - 
conform! fts  of  the  prefent  age,  together  with  an  holy  emulation  of 
each  other  in  undiffembled  piety  and  lanbtity  of  life,  that  while  they 
are  reading  the  heavy  and  grievous  fufferings  ot  their  ancei  ors  rrom 
ecclefta (Heal  co'mmi/Jions,  fpiritual  courts  and  penal  laws,  for  conjcienc* 
rake  they  may  be  excited  to  an  humble  adoration  of  divine  provi¬ 
dence  which  has  delivered  them  fo  far  from  the  yoke  of  opprefljon; 
to  a  detection  of  all  perfecting  principles;  and  to  a  loyal  and  duti¬ 
ful  behaviour  to  the  bejl  of  Kings ,  under  whofe  mild  and  julf  govern¬ 
ment  they  are  fecure  of  their  civil  and  religious  liberties.  And  may 
proteftants  of  ail  perfuafions  improve  in  the  knowledge  and  love  of 
the  truth,  and  in  fentiments  of  chriftian  charity  and  forbearance 
towards  each  other,  that  being  at  peace  among  themfelves,  they  may 
with  greater  fuccefs  bend  their  united  forces  againft  the  common 
enemy  of  chriftianity ! 

Daniel  Neal. 

London, 

Feb.  jfi.,  1731-2. 
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R.  DAN  I  Eli  NEAL  was  bom  in  the  city  of 
jL  London,  on  the  14th  of  December  1678.  When 
he  was  very  young,  his  parents  were  removed  by  death, 
and  left  him,  their  only  furviving  child,  in  the  hands  of  a 
maternal  uncle:  whofe  care  of  his  health  and  education 
was  faithful  and  affediionate,  and  was  often  mentioned  by 
his  nephew  with  gratitude. 

He  received  his  claffical  education  at  Merchant  Taylors’ 
fchool  j  to  which  he  was  fent  when  he  was  feven  or  eight 
years  of  age,  and  where  he  ftaid  till  he  was  head  fchoiar. 
In  this  youthful  period  he  gave  a  proof  of  the  ferious  and 
confcientious  principles  by  which  he  was  governed.  For 
an -exhibition  to  St.  John’s  college  in  Oxford  being  offered 
to  him,  out  of  a  foundation  belonging  to  that  fchool,  he  de¬ 
clined  it  3  and  chofe  an  education  for  the  miniftry  amongft 
the  proteflant  diffenters. '  » 

About  the  year  1696,  or  1697,  he  removed  from  this 
feminary  to  a  diffenting  academy,  under  the  direction  of 
the  Reverend  ‘ Thomas  Rowe ;  under  whofe  tuition  feveral 
eminent  characters  were,  in  part,  formed. f  To  this  gentle¬ 
man  Dr.  Watts  addreffed  his  animated  ode,  called  cc  Free 

*  This  narrative  is  drawn  up  chiefly  from  the  memoirs  of  Mr.  Neal’s 
life  in  the  funeral  fermon  by  Dr.  Jennings ,  and  a  MS.  account  of  him  and 
his  works  by  his  fbn  Nathaniel  Neal,  efq;  communicated  by  his  grandfon 
Daniel  Lifter,  efq;  of  Hackney. 

f  Amonglt  others  Dr.  Watts ,  Dr.  Hart,  afterwards  archbifhop  of  T uam, 
Mr.  Hughes  the  poet,  Dr.  John  Evans,  Mr.  Grove,  and  Dr.  Jeremiah 
Hunt . 
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“  Philofophy,”  which  may,  in  this  view,  be  confidered  as 
an  honourable  teftimonial  to  the  candid  and  liberal ‘fpirit 
with  which  Mr.  Rowe  condu&ed  the  fludies  of  his  pupils. 

Mi.  Neal  s  third  after  knowledge  was  not  to  be  fatisfied 
by  the  limited  advantages  of  one  feminary:  but  prompted 
him  to  leek  further  improvement  in  foreign  univerfities. 
Having  fpent  three  years  with  Mr.  Rowe ,  he  removed  to 
Holland ;  where  he  profecu ted  his  fludies,  for  two  years, 
under  the  celebrated  profeffors  D'Uries ,  Gravius ,  and 
Barman,  at  Utrecht;  and  then,  one  year  at  Leyden. 

About  the  middle  or  latter  end  of  1703  he  returned  to 
England,  in  company  with  Mr.  Martin  Tomkins *  and  Mr. 

(afterwards 

*  This  gentleman  was  fettled  with  a  diflenting  congregation  at  Stoke- 
Newington.  In  the  year  1718  Mr.  Afy ,  the  paiior  of  a  congregation  in 
Rope-Maker’s  Ally,  Moorkelds,  on  making  an  exchange  with  Mr.  T omkins 
for  one  Lord’s  day,  thought  fit  to  alarm  his  people  "with  the  danger  of 
pernicious  errors  and  damnable  herefies  creeping  in  amongfl  the  difTenters ; 
and  particularly  referred  to  errors  concerning  the  doSrine  of  Chrift’s 
Deity.  Mr.  Tomkins ,  to  counteract  the  ill  tendency  of  this  difcourfe  and 
of  the  cenfures  it  conveyed,  preached,  the  fucceeding  Lord’s  day,  from 
John  xx.  21,  22,  23,  on  the  power  of  Chrifl  to  fettle  the  terms  of  falva- 
tion.  The  inference  which  he  deduced  from  the  difcuffion  of  his  fubjeCl 
was,  “  That  no  man  on  earth,  nor  body  of  men;  no,  nor  all  the  angels 
“  in  heaven,  have  power  to  make  any  thing  necejfary  to  falvation,  but 
“  what  Chr‘4l  hath  made  fo.”  In  the  conclufion  of  his  difcourfe,  he  ap¬ 
plied  this  general  principle  as  a  tell  by  which  to  decide  on  the  importance 
of  the  orthodox  doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  and -of  the  Deity  of  Chrifl. — 
Here  he  entered  into  a  particular  furvey  of  the  various  paffages  in  the  hif- 
torical  and  epillolary  books  of  the  New  Teflament  connedled  with  this 
point,  and  gave,  at  large,  his  reafons,  why  he  did  not  apprehend  the  or¬ 
thodox  notion  concerning  the  deity  of  Chrifl  to  be  a  fundamental  dottrim 
of  cbriftianity .  This  fermon,  though  the  preacher  neither  denied  nor  in¬ 
timated  any  doubt  of  the  truth  of  the  orthodox  doflrine,  gave  much  dif- 
gull,  and  made  a  great  noife.  The  minds  of  his  people  were  irritated,  and 
every  attempt  which  Mr.  Tomkins  ufed  to  calm  them  and  reftore  harmony 
proving  unfuccefTul,  he  religned  his  palloral  connexion,  after  ten  years’ 
fervices  among  them.  Prejudice  rofe  fo  high  againfl  him,  that  he  was, 
afterwards,  denied  the  communion  of  the  church,  in  which  he  had  been 
many  years  before;  when,  on  being  difengaged  from-  Hated  minifteria! 
functions,  he  defired  to  return  to  it. 

Mr.  Tomkins  did  not  again  fettle  as  the  pallor  of  a  congregation ;  but 
did  not  wholly  lav  afide  the  chara&er,  or  drop  the  fludies,  of  the  chriftian 
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(afterwards  the  eminent  Dr.)  Lardner,  and  foon  after  ap- 
peared  in  the  pulpit. 

minifter..  For  he,  occafionally,  preached,  and  publifhed  feveral  valuable 
tiieological  trails.  The  firft,  about  the  year  1723,  was  “  A  fober  appeal 
to  a  Turk  or  an  Indian  concerning  the  plain  fenfe  of  fcripture,  relating 
to  the  Trinity:  Being  an  anfwer  to  Dr.  J.  Watts’s  late  book,  intitled.  The 
C  brijttan  Doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  or  Father,  Son,  and  Spirit,  Three  Per- 
Jons  and  one  God,  afferted  and  proved,  by  plain  evidence  of  fcripture 
Without  the  aid  and  incumbrance  of  human  fchemes."  This  piece  was  drawn 
up  in  terms  of  decency  and  relped,  and  in  the  language  of  friendfhip  to¬ 
wards  that  excellent  and  eminent  perfon,  to  whofe  traft  it  was  a  reply- 
and  the  whole  was  written  in  an  exemplary  ftrain  of  moderation  and  can¬ 
dor.  In  the  year  1 748,  it  came  to  a  fecond  edition :  to  which  were  added 
1.  Remarks  on  Dr..  Watts’s  three  citations  relating  to  the  doilrine  of  the 
lnmty  pubhlhed  m  1724-  2-  A  fober  appeal  to  all  that  have  read  the 

en  1  eitament,  whether  the  reputed  orthodox  are  not  more  chargeable 
with  preaching.a  new  gofpel,  than  reputed  Arians?  3.  A  reply  to  Dr. 
W  aterland  s  ammadverfions  upon  fome  paiTages  in  the  Sober  Appeal.  To 
neither  ot  the  editions  of  this  treatife  was  the  author’s  name  affixed  In 
1732,  Mr.  Tomkins  publifoed  alfo,  without  his  name,  a  piece  which  -rained 
him  great  reputation;  entitled  “Jesus  Christ  the  mediator  between 

.<  cl  r  Macn;,  an  adv,ocate  for  us  wkh  tile  Father,  and  a  propitiation 
for  the  fms  of  the  world.”  Anew  edition  of  this  work  appeared  in 

176 1 .  He  published,  in  1738,  “  A  Calm  Enquiry,  whether  we  have  any 
waJtant  from  fcripture  for  addreffing  ourfelves  in  a  way  of  prayer  or 
l(  Pralfe>  dwediy  to  the  Holy  Spirit:  humbly  offered  to  the  confidera- 
tion  .oi  all  Christians,  particularly  of  Protestant  Dissenters  ” 
rhis  piece. has  fenoufly  impreffed  the  minds  of  many,  and  has,  undoubt¬ 
edly,  contributed  very  much  to  the  difufe  of  the  trinitarian  Doxoloo-y 
among!!  the.diffenters.  Mr.  Tomkins  himfelf,  fo  far  back  as  the  time  when 
he  was  minifter  to  the  congregation  at  Stoke-Newington,  had  foreborn  it 
becaufe  he  could  find  no  inftance  of  it  in  fcripture.  All  Mr.  Tomkin/s 
pieces  are  proofs  .of  the  candour  of  his  fpirit,  and  of  the  clearr.efs  and 
trength  of  his  judgment.  Long  fince  his  death  there  has  appeared  in 
the  Theological  Repofitory  vol.  iii.  p.  257,  “  A  letter  from  him  to  Dr 

-  L  hlS  litter  0n  the  L°g°s’  in  defence  of  the  Arian 

nypottiefis.  In  this  enumeration  of  his  publications  it  had  nhnoft  ef- 

caped  me  to  mention  another,  and  that  the  firft  in  order  of  time,  viz.  “  The 
“  Mar'tn  Tom*,ns’  bemg  an  account  of  the  proceedings  of 

<•  mnndlffenT^  u0n?regat,10,‘'  at  Stokc-Newington,  upon  occafion  of  a  fer- 
mon  preached  by  him,  July  13,  1718.”  This  piece  bears  on  it  all  the 

ThekSh°f  ^lngra  fair,  and  lmPartial*  as  k  is  an  inftruftive,  narrative.— 
V*'  of  candour  and  piety,  which  he  fupported,  and  with  which 
1  writings  are  impreffed;  the  finiphcity  and  integrity  with  which  he 
bore  ms  teftimony  to  fcnptural  worffiip,  chriftian  moderation,  and  tiie  divine 
unity,  and  the  weight  and  influence  of  his  publications  in  the  Trinitarian 
controvert,  have  juftly  entitled  Mr.  Tomkins  to  this  particular  mention. 
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It  was  not  long  before  his  furniture  and  abilities  at- 
traded  notice.  And,  in  the  next  year,  he  was  chofen 
affiftant  to  Dr.  John  Singleton ,*  in  the  fervice  of  an  indepen¬ 
dent  congregation,  in  Alderfgate-ftreet;  and  on  the  dodor’s 
death,  in  1706,  he  was  eleded  their  paftor.  In  this  re¬ 
lation  he  continued,  for  thirty-fix  years,  till  about  five 
months  before  his  deceafe.  When  he  accepted  the  paf- 
toral  office,  the  church,  though  fome  perfons  of  confider- 
able  fortune  and  charader  belonged  to  it,  was  very  fmall, 
as  to  numbers ;  but  fuch  acceptance  did  his  mini  dry  meet 
with,  that  the  place  of  worfhip  became,  in  a  few  years, 
too  ftreight  to  accommodate  the  numbers  that  defired  to 
attend  on  Mr.  Neal's  preaching;  which  obliged  them  to 
remove  to  a  larger  houfe  in  Jewen-ftreet. 

He  fulfilled  the  duties  of  his  charader  with  attention 
and  diligence:  ftatedly  preaching  twice  every  Lord’s  day, 
till  the  three  or  four  laft  years  of  his  life;  and  ufually 
devoting  two  or  three  afternoons  in  a  week,  to  vifiting 
his  people.  He  purfued  his  ftudies  with  fo  clofe  an  appli¬ 
cation,  as  to  referve  little  or  no  time  for  exercfie;  though 
he  was  afilduous  in  his  preparations  for  the  pulpit,  he  gave 
himfelf  fome  fcope  in  his  literary  purfuits,  and  particulaily 
indulged  in  the  ftudy  or  hiftory,  to  which  his  narnial 
crenius  ftronffiy  led  him.  He  lull,  oblerves  Di.  jen- 

*  Dr  John  Singleton  was  a  ftudent  in  the  univerfity  of  Oxford;  from 
whence,  after  he  had  been  there  eight  years,  he  was  turned  out  by  the 
commiffioners  in  1 660.  He  then  went  to  Holland,  and  ftudied  phyiick  ; 
but  never  praflifed  it  any  ferther  than  to  give  his  advice  to  particular 
friends.  His  fettlements  were  various.  Refidmg  fome  time  with  Lacy 
Scott  in  Hertfordshire,  he  preached  then  to  fome  diffenters  at  Heit.oi'  . 
He  was  afterwards  paftor  to  a  congregation  in  London.  W hen  the  meetings 
were  t-encralJv  funpreffed,  he  went  into  Warwicklhire,  and  lived  with  his 
wife’s  brother,  Dr.'  Timothy  Gibbons,  aphyfician.  Upon  King  giving 

liberty  he  nreached  fir  ft  at  Stretton,  a  fmall  hamlet,  eight  miles  f;om  Lo- 
ventry;  and  then  became  paftor  to  the  Independent  congregation  m  that 
ckv.  ’  From  whence  he  was  again  called  to  London,  to  fucceed  Mi.  T.  C oie. 
Palmer’s  Non  conformift’s  Memorial,  vol.  i.  p.  i]0.  There  is  a  iermon 
of  Dr.  Singleton's  in  the  Morning  Exercifes. 
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Kings y  Cf  kept  his  charafter  and  profeffion  in  view,  as  a 

«  chriftian  divine  and  minifter.”* 

The  firfi-fruits  of  his  literary  labours  appeared  in  1720, 
under  the  title  of  “  The  Hiftory  of  New-Fngland;  being 
<c  an  impartial  account  of  the  civil  and  ecclehafticai  atlans 
(C  of  the1  country,  with  a  new  accurate  Map  thereof:  to 
<c  which  is  added,  an  Appendix,  containing  their  prefent 
«  charter,  their  ecclehafticai  difcipline,  and  their  muni- 
<c  cipal  laws.”  In  two  volumes  8vo.  I  his  work  con¬ 
tains  an  entertaining  and  inftruftive  narrative  of  the  firft 
planting  the  gofpel  in  a  foreign  heathen  land:  and,  befidcs 
exhibiting  the  rife  of  a  new  commonwealth,  ftiugghng  in 
its  infant  Hate  with  a  thoufand  difficulties,  and  triumph¬ 
ing  over  them  all,  it  includes  biographical  memoirs  of 
the  principal  perfons  in  church  and  Hate.  It  was  well 
received  in  New-England;  and  the  next  year  their  univer- 
fity  honoured  the  author  with  the  degree  of  Mafter  of  Arts, 
the  higheft  academical  title  they  had  power  to  confer. 

In  the  fame  year  there  came  from  Mr.  Neal's  pen  (C  A 
<c  letter  to  the  Rev.  Dr,  Francis  Flare  >  dean  of  Worcefter, 
occafioned  by  his  refie&ions  on  the  diflenters,  in  his  late 
vifitation  fermon  and  pofcfcript.”  8vo.*j“ 

In  1721  he  publiflied  “  The  Chriftian’s  Duty  and  In- 
cf  tereft  in  a  time  of  publick  danger;  from  Ezekiel  ix.  4, 
A  fermon  preached  at  the  Rev.  Mr.  Jennings's  meeting- 
place  in  Wapping,  on  Friday,  October  27,  being  a  time 
<c  of  folemn  prayer  on  account  of  the  plague. ”||  1  his 

difcourfe  is  preferved  in  the  library  of  Queen’s  college, 
Cambridge.  § 

*  Funeral  Sermon  for  Mr.  Neal ,  p.  33. 

f  The  title  of  this  fermon  was  “  Church  Authority  Vindicated.”  This 
difcourfe  alfo  attracted  the  notice  of  Biihop  Hoad  ley,  who  publifhed  an 
anfwer  to  it. 

||  It  then  raged  at  Marfeilles  in  France,  being  brought  thither  from  the 
Levant;  and  18,000  died  of  it. 
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§  Cooke’s  Index  to  Sermons,  vol.  ii.  p.  241.  Article  Neal, 

b  3 


Mr. 


"\ 


xxu 


memoirs  of  the  life  of 


„  of  A  fV,e  t0  ;hre  Publick>  in  1722,  «  A  Narrative 
„  •  Je  n!5th<Jd  ,and  fllccefs  o(  inoculating  the  fmall-pox 
„  ,  NtW'EnSJand>  by  Mr-  Benjamin  Colman ;  with  a  reply 
{C  r°  the  obJect|ons  made  againft  it  from  principles  of  con- 

cience,  in  a  letter  from  a  minifter  at  Bofton.  To  which 

is  now  prefixed,  an  hiftorical  introduction.”  On  the 
appearance  of  this  piece,  her  Royal  Highnefs  Caroline , 
pwncels  of  Wales,  lent  for  him  to  wait  on  her,  that  fhe 
mig  t  receive  from  him  further  Satisfaction  concerning  the 
practice  of  inoculation.  He  was  introduced  by  a  phyfician 
of  tne  royal  family,  and  received  by  the  prineefs  in  her 
cloiet;  whom  he  found  reading  “  Fox’s  Martyrology.”— 
Her  highnefs  did  him  the  honour  of  entering  into  a  free 
converfation  with  him  for  near  an  hour,  on  the  Subject  of 
inoculation :  and  afterwards  on  other  Subjects,  particularly 
tie  ftate  of  the  diiienting  intereft  in  England,  and  of  re¬ 
ligion  in  New-England.  After  fome  time  the  Prince  of 
tulles,  ar'terwards  George  II.  came  into  the  room,  and  con¬ 
descended  to  take  a  part  in  the  converfation  for  above  a 

quarter  of  an  hour.  Mr.  Neal  had  the  honour  of  killing 
me  hands  or  both  the  royal  perfonages.fj> 

,  t/2  2  he  publifhed,  at  requeft,  a  fermon  preached  to 

tne  Societies  for  reformation  of  manners,  at  Salter’s-Hall,  on 
Monday  June  25.  This  difeourfe,  grounded  on  Pfalm  xciv. 
16,  is  to  be  met  with  in  the  library  mentioned  before. 

In  the  beginning  of  the  next  year  the  requeft  of  the 
managers  of  tne  charity- School  in  Gravel-lane,  Southwark, 
procured  from  him  the  publication  of  a  Sermon,  preached 
January  1,  for  the  benefit  of  that  inftitution,  on  Job  xxix. 
12,  13,  entitled,  “  The  Method  of  Education  in ‘the  cha- 
cc  rity-fchools  of  proteftant  diffentersj  with  the  advantages 
“  that  arife  to  the  publick  from  them.” 

r  After  this  nothing  of  Mr.  Neal’s  appeared  from  the  prefs 
for  Several  years,  till  in  1726  the  death  of  the  Rev.  Matthew 

§  The  MS.  account  of  Mr.  Neal. 
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Qarke ,  a  minifter  of  confiderable  eminence  amongft  the 
diffenters  of  that  period,  gave  occafion  for  his  publifhing 
a  funeral  fermon  for  him,  from  Alalthew  xxv,  2.1,  X  his 
difcourfe  was,  next  year,  reprinted,  and  annexed  to  a  volume 
of  fermons  upon  leveral  occafions,  by  Mi.  Clarke ;  of 
which  Mr.  Neal  was  the  editor,  and  to  which  he  prefixed 

fome  memoirs  of  the  author.^ 

At  the  beginning  of  this  year  he  printed  a  fermon,  en¬ 
titled  cc  Of  Jorr owing  for  them  who  fleep  in  Jefusf  occa- 
fioned  by  the  death  of  Mrs.  Anne  Phillibrowne ,  who  de¬ 
parted  this  life  February  1,  1726-7*  in  the  43d  yeai  of  her 

§  Mr.  Matthew  Clarke ,  a  gentleman  of  eminence  amongft  the.diftenting 
minifters  of  that  period,  and  the  father  to  Dr.  Clarke ,  a  phyfician  of  ex- 
tenfive  pra&ice,  who  died  not  long  fince  at  Tottenham  in  Middlefex,  was 
defended  from  a  genteel  family  in  the  county  of  Salop.  He  was  the  fon 
of  the  Rev.  Matthew  Clarke ,  who  was  ejected  from  Narborough  in  Lei- 
cefterfhire ;  and  was  born  February  2,  1663-4.  His  father,  who  had  been 
an  indefatigable  ftudent  in  I  rinity  College,  Cambridge,  led  him  through 
the  learned  languages.  His  academical  ftudies  were  puriued  under  the 
learned  Mr.  Woodhoufe ,  at  Sherifhales  in  SHropfhire,  a  tutor  of  eminence 
in  thofe  times.  Mx.  Clarke ,  when  he  had  finifhed  his  academical  courie, 
lpent  two  years  in  London,  lor  the  benefit  ofconverfing  with  learned  men, 
and  forming  himfelf  on  the  model  of  the  moft  celebrated  preachers..  .He 
began  his  miniftry  in  1684?  with  great  acceptance.  So  that  great  additions 
were  made  to  the  cnurch,  which  his  father  had  formed,  at  IVlarket-Hai  - 
borough  5  and  he  laid  the  foundation  of  feveral  focieties  of  proteftant  dii- 
fenters  in  thofe  parts.  Being  engaged,  when  he  was  on  a  vifit  to  London, 
in  1687,  to  ftipply  the  congregation  at  Sandwich  in  Kent  for  a  few  Lord’s 
days,  he  was  prevailed  with  to  lpend  two  years  there;  which  he  did  with 
eminent  fuccefs.  In  1689,  he  was  unanimoufty  invited  to  become  aftiftant 
to  the  aged  Mr.  Ford ,  the  paftor  of  a  congregation  in  Miles’-lane;  which 
was  then  reduced  to  a  very  low  ftate:  but  the  auditory,  in  a  few  years,  be¬ 
came  crouded;  and  feven  or  eight  in  a  month  were  added  to  the  commu¬ 
nion.  In  1697,  Mr.  Clarke  was  chofen  one  of  the  lecturers  atPinner’s-Hall. 
He  married,  in  1696,  Mrs.  Anne  Frith ,  daughter  of  Mr.  Robert  Frith,  of 
Windfor,  who  was  repeatedly  mayor  of  that  corporation.  His  pulpit 
abilities  were  greatly  admired,  and  his  fervices  much  fought;  fo  that  he 
ufually  preached  twice  or  three  times  on  a  Lord’s-day,  and  ievetal  times 
in  the  week.  He  died  March  27,  1726,  aged  62  years,  much  beloved  and 
much  lamented,  and  leaving  behind  him  the  character  of  having  been 

amongft  the  belt  and  moft  ufeful  divines  of  his  age. 

Mr.  Neal’s  Memoirs  of  his  life. 
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r?'  T,!!IS  curc0llrl'e  1S  all"°  t0  be  found  in  Queen’s  college 
library/JCimbridg'e;  ^  a 

In  i-j3o}  the  united  requeft  of  the  minifters  and  the 
Chiuxlv  prevailed  with  -him  to  publifh  a  fermon,  entitled, 

c;  \  he  duty  of  praying  for  minifters  and  the  fuccefs  of 
the.r  miniftry,”  from  2  Theff.  iii.  i}  preached  at  the  fe- 
paration  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Richard  RawlinX  to  the  paftoral 
office  in  the  church  at  Fetter-lane/  June  24.  A  paflage 
in  this  d.fcourfe  deferves  to  be  quoted,  to  ihew  the  catho- 
Fck  and  generous  fentiments  of  Mr.  Neal  Having  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  perfections  of  the  chriftians  under  th e  Roman 
emperors,  and  then  to  the  prevalence  of  darknefs  and  fu- 
perftition  for  a  thoufand  years,  after  Ro'me  became  papal- 
he  proceeds,  “  The  light  of  the  gofpel  broke  out  again 
“  at  the  Reformation;  but,  alas!  what  obftruclions  has  it 
“  met  with  ever  fince  !  Flow  much  blood  has  been  fpilt, 
t;  and  how  many  families  ruined,  and  lent  into  banifhment 
tc  tor  the  prcfeffion  of  it!  There  is  at  this  time  a  bloody 
inquifition  in  Spain;  and  the  1  word  of  the  magiftrate  is 
di  awn  again  ft  the  preaching  of  the  gofpel  in  Italy,  France, 
Poland,  in  feveral  parts  of  Germany,  and  in  other 
popiffi  countries,  I  wifh  I  could  fay,  that  all  frotejlant 
governments  were  willing  the  gofpel  fliould  have  its  free 
courie;  but  our  fathers  in  this  nation  have  drunk  of  the 
<c  |-)Itter  cup  of  perfection;  our  teachers  have  been  driven 
*nto  corners,  and*  the  mouths  of  thoufands  flopped  in 
one  day  :  Bleffed  be  God,  that  there  is  now  a  more  open 
vi.. Oi  !  Let  us  pray,  tnat  all  penal  laws  for  religion, 
may  be  taken  away^  and  that  nq  civil  discouragements 
cc  may  he  upon ,  Chriftians  of  any  denomination,  for  the 
“  peaceable  profeffion  of  their  faith,  but  that  the  gofpel 
c*  may  have  free  cou rfe.” 

§  Mr.  Raw  tin  was  a  minifter  of  reputation  among#  the  independents, 
cno  of  the  fix  preachers  of  the  Merchants’  le&ure  at  Pinner’s-hall,  and  the 
author  of  a  volume  of  fermons  “  on  juflif cation,”  whicli  met  with  great 
acceptance,  and  palled  through  more  than  one  edition. 
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In  the  year  1732  came  out  the  firft  volume  of  Mr.  Neal's 
great  work  <c  The  Hiftory  of  the  Puritans.”  The  fol¬ 
lowing  circumftances  gave  birth  to  this  publication.  Dr. 
Edmund  Calamy>  many  years  before,  had,  in  his  cc  Abridge- 
<c  ment  of  the  life  of  Mr.  Richard  Baxter ,  and  the  conti- 
(C  nuation  of  it,”  laid  before  the  publick  a  view  of  the 
ftate  of  non-conformity,  and  of  the  characters  and  bufferings 
of  the  principal  adherents  to  it,  during  the  period  that  im¬ 
mediately  fucceeded  to  the  aft  of  uniformity  in  1662. 
Dr.  John  Evans ,'t  on  this,  formed  a  defign  of  writing 

<c  A  Hiftory 

X  Dr.  John  Evans ,  the  author  of  two  volumes  of  judicious  and  admired 
fermons  on  the  Christian  temper,  and  of  many  fingle  fermons,  was 
the  fon  of  Mr.  John  Evans,  of  Baliol  college,  Oxford,  and  ejefted  by  the 
aft  of  uniformity  from  Ofweftry.  He  was  born  at  Wrexham  in  the  year 
1679.  His  mother  was  the  daughter  of  the  eminent  Colonel  Gerard,  go¬ 
vernor  of  Chefter  Caftle.  He  received  his  education  firft  under  Mr.  Tho. 
Rowe,,  of  Condon;  and  afterwards  under  Mr.  Richard  Frankland,  at  Rath- 
mill,  in  Yorkshire.  He  enjoyed  great  advantages  under  both,  and  made  a 
fmgular  proficiency  in  all  the  parts  of  rational  and  polite  literature.  His 
firft  fettlement  was  in  the  family  of  Mrs.  Hunt ,  of  Boreatton  in  Shropfhire, 
relift  of  Roland  Hunt,  efq;  and  fitter  of  Lord  Paget,  ambaftador  to  the 
Ottoman  Court.  In  this  retirement  he  read  over  entire  Mr.  Pole’s  Latin 
Synopiis,  in  5  vols.  folio,  which  laid  the  foundation  of  his  great  fkill  in  fcrip- 
ture  criticifm,  and  all  the  chriftian  writers  of  the  three  firft  centuries,  under 
tlie  direftion  of  the  learned  Mr.  James  Gvsen.  His  firft  fettlement,  as  a 
mimfter,  was  in  the  place  of  his  nativity:  from  whence  he  removed  to 
London,  to  be  aftiftant  to  Dr.  Daniel  Williams ,  pallor  of  a  congregation  in 
Hand-alley,  Biftiopfgate-ftreet ;  winch  afterwards  removed  to  New  Bond- 
fireet,  Petty-France.  Dr.  Evans,  after  feveral  years,  was  by  Dr.  Williams’s 
defire  made  co-paftor  with  him,  and  fucceeded  him  at  his  death.  On  taking 
the  whole  charge  of  the  congregation,  he  fipent  a  week  in  folemn  retire¬ 
ment  and  in  extraordinary  exercifes  of  devotion.  He  was  one  of  the  fix 
pi  eachers  of  the  Merchants’  lefture  at  Salters-Hall,  and  for  feveral  years 
concerned  in  the  Lord’s  day  evening  lefture  in  that  place.  Befides  the 
fermons  mentioned  above,  he  publifhed  a  fmall  volume  addrefted  to  young 
perfons,  which  has  been  reprinted  within  thcfe  few  years,  and  a  traft  or 
two  on  the  “  Importance  of  Scripture  confequences,”  drawn  up  in  a  maf- 
terly  way  with  great  clearnefs  and  judgment,  fobriety  and  decency.  Both 
the  univerftties  of  Edinburgh  and  Aberdeen,  without  his  knowledge  and 
m  a  moft  honourable  manner,  conferred  on  him  their  higheft  academical 
honour.  A  complication  of  diftempers  broke  down  his  conftitution,  and 
deprived  the  world  of  his  abilities  and  labours,  at  fo  early  a  period  as  the 
5  1  ft  year  of  his  age.  May  23,  1730.  lie  excelled  in  the  feveral  virtues 
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“  A  Hiftory  of  Non-conformity/’  from  the  beginning  of 
the  reformation  to  1640,  when  the  civil  wars  began.  Mr. 
Neal  was  requeued,  by  ieveral  minifters  and  other  perions 
of  confiderable  figure  amongft  the  diffenters,  to  take  up 
the  hiftory  from  the  year  1640,  and  to  carry  it  on  to  the 
aft  of  uniformity.  Dr.  Evans  proceeded  a  great  way  in 
the  execution  of  his  defign :  by  collecting,  for  feveral  years, 
with  great  induftry  and  expence,  proper  materials  from 
all  quarters,  and  by  filling  feveral  quires  of  paper  with  re¬ 
ferences,  under  each  year,  to  the  books  he  had  read  on  the 
fubjAft.  He  had  gone  fo  far  as  to  have  written  out  fairly 
about  a  third  part  of  the  two  folios  he  intended  to  fill. — 
But  his  conftant  employment  as  a  minifter,  the  multiplicity 
of  publick  affairs  which  pa  fifed  through  his  hands,  ill  health, 
and  various  difappointments  and  troubles  in  his  own  con¬ 
cerns,  greatly  interrupted  his  clofe  application  to  the  work: 
and  his  death,  in  the  year  1730,  put  a  final  period  to  the 
defign,  which  was  left  in  an  unfinifhed  ftate.  In  the  mean 
time  Mr.  Neal  had  profecuted  his  work  with  fo  much 
application  and  fpirit,  that  he  had  completed  his  colleftions, 
and  put  them  in  order  for  the  prefs,  feme  length  of  time 
before  the  doftor’s  deceafe.  This  event  obftrufted  his 
immediate  progrefs,  and  opened  to  him  a  new  field  of 
fhidy  and  inveftigation :  for  he  now  found  it  neceffary  to 
take  up  himfelf  the  long  period  of  hiftory  from  the  re¬ 
formation  to  the  commencement  of  the  civil  wars:  that 
his  own  colleftions  might  be  publifhed  with  more  accep¬ 
tance,  and  appear  with  greater  advantage,  than  he  appre- 

©f  integrity,  greatnefs  and  generofity  of  mind;  in  companion  and  tender- 
nefs,  in  a  catholick  temper  and  a  publick  fpirit,  and  in  a  fteady,  regular 
piety.  His  folidity  of  judgment  united  with  vivacity,  his  induftry  and 
prudence  were  diftinguifhing  and  fuperior  to  moft  others.  Amongft  the 
pertinent,  devout,  and  excellent  fentiments  he  dropt  in  the  courfe  of  his 
illnefs,  when  he  looked  upon  his  body  fwollen  with  diftemper,  he  would 
often  fay  with  pleafure,  “  This  corruptible  (hall  put  on  incorruption, — O 
*<  glorious  hope!”  Dr.  Harris’s  Funeral  Sermon  for  Dr  .Evans,  in  his  Fu¬ 
neral  Difcourfes,  p.  285— -296. 
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tended  they  could  have  done,  if  the  do&or’s  province 
had  been  entirely  negleded.|| 

The  approbation  which  followed  the  publication  of  the 
firft  volume  of  “  The  Hiftory  of  the  Puritans”  encouraged 

him  to  profecute  his  defign;  and  the  next  vear  nr  nm 

duced  a  fecond  volume  of  that  work.  73°*  P 

Between  the  appearance  of  this  and  the  fublequent  parts 
of  his  hiftory,  we  find  Mr.  Neal  engaged  with  fome  of 
his  refpedable  brethren  in  carrying  on  two  courfes  of  lec¬ 
tures  j  one  at  Berrv-ftreet ;  the  other  at  Salter’s-hall. 

The  former  was  preached  at  the  requeft  and  by  the  en¬ 
couragement  of  William  Coward ,  efq;  of  Walthamftow.  It 
confided  of  fifty-four  fermons  on  the  principal  heads  of 
the  chriftian  religion,  entitled  “Faith  and  Brattice.”  Mr. 
Neal’s  affociates  in  this  fervice  were,  Dr.  Watts,  Dr.  J% 
Guife,  Mr.  Samuel  Price ,  Mr.  John  Hubbard ,  and  Dr. 
David  Jennings .f  The  terms  on  which  Mr.  Neal  com- 


||  Dr  Harris',  Funeral  Sermon  for  Dr.  Evans,  In  his  volume  of  Funeral 
Dncourfes,  p.  289,  90.  and  the  MS  account  of  Mr.  Neal. 

+  ,!t  \n?fe{s  \°  fa7.  anX  .thinS  here  of  .the  firft  name  on  this  lift,  Dr. 
K  atts,  whofe  fame  by  his  various  writings  has  been  fo  univerfally  diifufed. 

Mr.  Samuel  Price,  the  uncle  of  the  late  Dr.  Richard  Price,  ferved  fortv- 

JoVaftnr  V  ""  r>'  °r  ***  Sfpd’  whh  Dr‘  Watts>  «  affiftant  or 

co-pallor  He  was  a  man  of  exemplary  probity  and  virtue,  of  found  and 

folid  fenfe,  a  judicious  and  ufeful  preacher,  eminent  for  his  gift  in  prayer 

and  for  wisdom  and  prudence  in  the  management  of  affairs.  He  was  a 

jZ,  t  !earning  under  Mr-  *** 

of  ,he  “,w 

vears^efor^  his'dearh111"'^6  v,°r  *  con£reSatton  at  Stepney,  and  about  three 
years  before  his  death  was  chofen  tutor  of  a  feminary  for  educatine  vounf 

Hon  for  thc  minl!lry-  He  filled  both  capacities  with  confiderable^Jputa* 
non,  and  .3  faid  to  have  had  fo  extenfive  and  familiar  an  acquaintance  with 

itcfs;,”0  f“p“w' ,i' 

«  Zd rATid  J7mngS  hasIeft  behind  him,  “  An  introduftion  to  the  ufeof 
and  .<gT  -rr  °rr-r-y>  “  An  introduftion  to  the  knowledge  of  medals  ” 

many  /ears  he  was' aTtjT’h  ^  m?1PI1^nts.  of  his  Senius  and  learning.  For 
"  y>  he"as  at  the  head  of  the  feminary  endowed  by  Mr.  Coward’s. 

munificence; 
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plied  with  Mr.  Coward's  requeft,  made  through  a  common 
friend,  to  take  part  in  this  fervice,  are  proofs  of  the  in¬ 
dependence  and  integrity  of  mind  which  he  poffeffed,  and 
was  determined  to  maintain.  His  requifitions  were,  that  he 
would  draw  up  the  dedication,  write  the  preface,  and  chooie 
his  own  fubjeds:  in  which  Mr.  Coward >  though  they 
were  not  very  pleafing  to  a  gentleman  of  his  known  hu¬ 
mour,  and  fondnefs  for  adulation  and  controul,  acquiefced ; 
rather  than  the  iedure  fhould  lofe  the  advantage  and  re¬ 
putation  that  it  would  derive  from  Mr.  Neal' s  abilities 
and  name.*  The  fubjeds  handled  by  him  were,  The 
cc  divine  authority  and  perfection  of  the  holy  fcriptures,” 
from  2  Tim.  iii.  16.  cc  Of  God,  as  the  governor  and  judge 
“  of  the  moral  world,  angels  and  men,”  on  Daniel  iv* 
35.  (C  The  Incarnation  of  Chrift  as  the  promifed  Meffiah 
the  text  Gal,  iv.  4,  5.  cc  Effedual  Calling,  with  its  fruits, 
cc  viz.  regeneration  and  fandification  bv  the  holy  fpirit:” 
from  2  ‘Tim.  i.  9.  “  Confeflion  of  fin,  repentance,  and 

cc  converfion  to  holinefs;”  on  Ads  iii.  19.  <c  Of  fearing 
cc  God,  and  trufting  in  him:”'  Pfalm  xxxi.  19.  cc  The 
“  Sacrament  of  the  Lord’s  fupper;”  on  1  Cor,  xi.  21,  26. 
cc  The  Love  of  our  Neighbour;”  the  text  John  xiii.  34, 
35.  And  cc  The  pleafure  and  advantage  of  vital  religion;” 
from  Rom.  vii.  22.  Thefe,  with  the  difcourfes  of  the  other 

rs  *  /  <  y 

preachers,  were,  after  the  courfe  was  finifhed,  publifhed  in 
two  vols.  8vo.  in  1735;  and  have  palled  through  feveral 
editions.  Dr.  Doddridge ,  when  fpeaking  of  them,  fays, 
<f  I  cannot  recoiled  where  I  have  feen  a  fet  of  important 

munificence:  and  for  forty-four  years  paftor  of  a  congregation  in  Old 
Gravel-lane,  Wapping.  He  was  a  pleafing  and  pathetic  preacher,  an 
early  rifer,  very  methodical  and  pun&ual  in  the  arrangements  of  his  Rudies 
and  hufinefs,  and,  notwithstanding  that  he  lived  much  in  his  Rudy,  his  con- 
>  verfation  was  lively  and  inRru&ive,  and  his  addrefs  eafy  and  affable.  H<? 
publifhed  feveral  fermons,  and  was  the  author  of  feveral  other  pieces  befides 
the  above.  He  died  Sept.  26,  1762,  in  his  7  th  year. 

*  From  private  Information. 
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is  thoughts  on  fuch  various  and  weighty  (objects  more  ju¬ 
te  dicioufly  felected,  more  accurately  digeded,  more  clofely 
«  compared,  more  accurately  expreffed,  or  in  a  few  words 
«  more  powerfully  inforced,  than  I  have  generally  found 
«  in  thofe  fermons.”*  Without  determining  whether  this 
encomium  be  exaggerated  or  not,  it  may  certainly  be  pro¬ 
nounced,  that  the  practical  drain  in  which  the  difeourfes  are 
drawn  up,  and  the  good  temper  with  which  the  fubjedls  ot 
created  controverfy  are  here  handled,  without  any  cenfure 
or  even  illiberal  ihfinuation  againd  others  mingling  with 
the  reprefentation  of  their  own  views  on  the  points  diicuffed, 
do  great  honour  to  the  heart  and  fpirit  01  the  authors. 

The  other  courfe  of  le&ures,  in  which  Mr  .Neal  was 

engaged,  arofe  from  an  alarm  concerning  the  incieafe  of 

popery,  which  prevailed  about  the  end  of  the  year  1734* 

Some  eminent  diffentir.g  miniders  of  the  day,  of  the  pref- 

byterian  denomination,  in  conjunction  with  one  of  each 

of  the  other  perfuafions,  agreed  to  preach  a  let  of  feimons 

on  the  main  principles  and  errors,  do&rines  and  practices, 

of  the  church  of  Koine ,  to  guard  protedants  againd  the 

efforts  of  its  emififaries.  1  he  gentlemen  who  engaged 

in  this  dedgn  were,  Mr.  “John  Barker ,  Dr.  Samuel  Chandler , 

Mr.  George  Smith,  Dr.  Samuel  Wright,  Dr.  William  Harris, 

Dr.  Obadiah  Hughes,  Dr.  Jeremiah  Hunt,  Mr.  JoJIoua  Bayes, 

Mr.  John  Newman,  Dr.  Jabez  Earle,  Mr.  Mojes  Lowman , 

Dr.  Benjamin  Grofvenor,  Mr.  Thomas  Leavejly ,  Mr.  JoJeph 

Burrough,  a  minider  of  the  antipoedo-baptid  perluafion,f 

and 


*  Doddridge  s  Ten  Sermons,  i2mo.  Preface,  p.  ix. 
f  Mr.  John  Barker  was,  for  a  number  of  years,  a  preacher  of  popular 
talents  and  preat  eminence,  firfl  at  Hackney,  and  then  at  Salters-Had.  Iviany 
fm pie  fermons  came  from  his  pen,  and  he  publifhed  a  volume  of  difcourics 
in  his  life-time,  which  was  fucceeded  by  a  fecond  volume  alter  his  death 

in  1763.  '  , 

Dr.  Samuel  Chandler  is  well  known  as  riung  fupenor  to  mod,  either 
within  the  pale  of  the  eftablifhment  or  out  of  it,  in  learning  and  abilities. 

Mr.  Geonre  Smith  officiated  to  the  fociety  of  the  Gravel-Pit  meeting, 
Hackney,  for  thirty  years,  as  a  preacher  excelled  by  none  and  equalled  by 
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and  Mr.  Neal ,  who  was  an  independent  Tl  r  i  •  « 
which  fell  to  his  W  r  re  r  ^  nden‘-'  * 'le  fi-ib  e<Tc 

lot  to  dtlcufs  was,  ..  The  fupremacy  of 

“  St* 

few.  fjg  died  IVIav'  Q  r «  £  j 

as  holding  the  firft  rank  in  LVkTmnlftf  ^  °PT  TH*  °Wn  brethren 
valued  by  thbfe  of  the  eftSl^T  7 , then,;L.and  not  lefs  honoured  and 

Dr.  Samuel  Writkt  h  7  r  hlm ’ 

Iuable  praftical  wo ffes’ wn!£°r  °n  Tu7  ,%7  fermons  and  feveral  va- 
«ght  years  paftor  of  the  cnff  gU.lflled  bY  pulpit  talents.  He  was  thirty- 
vvorfhtp  in  Black-Friars,  anT^^f'-1^  °"ginally  met  for  religious 
which  was  ferious  and  judi.-iouf  rofe'  7  'T*  ,^  Undw  his  Preaching, 
Lane.  He  died  in  his' 64th  year,' 17  ™  Md  tnklng’  removed  to  Carter- 

gregation  in  CroXd-FriaVV!!3"P9Wards  of  fony  ,^ars  Paftor  of  a  con- 
author,  befides  many  fmo-le‘  fP’  *  /ery  fccePtaJ>Ie  preacher,  and  the 
“  principal  re  prefen  tat  iom  f  u  5’  7°  ume  of  difcourfes  on  “  The 

and  of  another  called  «  Fuf  al"  ft  Y  °-Ugh°Ut  the  °Id  Te&unent> 

“  Confolation  on  the  death  od  !;c°ur*cs,  in  t\vo  parts:  containing  i. 

“  death.”  His  cottmnfifin  ‘‘  f,nfnds>  and  2-  Preparation  for  our  own 
the  excellencies  of  his  chariT-Tl  f,°UreJ  7  fimf1led-  It  was  amongft 
was  a  very  great  patron  and  f  ’  A  7  ™  eVer  feen  t0  be  W; 

in  many  gLt  and  ufefd  defmns  5  a»d  bad  a  concern 

reputation  and  uttl„eli,  H.  died  high  i„ 

Dr,  Dbadicih  Huphes  <<  ,,m„  .  . 

Southwark,  from  whirls  mi 7  years  mimfter  of  a  congregation  in 

preaCet, 

a  manof  extenfir^IemninoPlnoEnnllri,,,jIaS  a,mj0ft  refpe^able  diarafler, 
publifhed  many  occaf  onaf  t  P f°Un 1  kn0’fed&  of  the  fcriptures;  he 

“  the  Hiftory  and  Revelation nf°7  ^  “777  towards  explaining 
1 744.  aged  67.  ‘°nS  of  Scnpture.”  He  died  5  th  of  September, 

If  PaPor  of  the  congregation  in  Hatton-Garden. 

preacheJinthrcky^ ofLond *  “whodT’  7  ^  **  7*  Celebrated 
long  and  laboured  fermons  withouT^ ’ ^  delivered,  to  crowded  audiences, 

afliftant  to  Mr.  He  ** 

Tong,  atSalters-Hall;  anp-arW  in  t  e  f  “  ^Pa*or,wlth  Mr.  William 
with  great  credit  and  comfon  and  d  id  wtf  h  t *  7  f°7  years> 
in  full  reputation  and  ufefulneftT-h „  S A  was  ,efteemed  and  beloved, 
year,  July  25,  1741.  ’  mJch  mffed  and  lamented,  in  his  65th 

Dr  Jabex  Earle  aclaflical  fcholar,  remarkable  for  a  vivacity  and  chear 
filnets  or  temper,  which  never  forfook  him  to  the  laid,  was  for  near  fevemv 

Pel'1  ’  ^  f°pC  >  Lo?do!1-  He  preached  to  the  laft  Sunday  in  his 

lire,  and  died  m  his  chair  without  a  errmn  nr  ^  a  •  UilUct>  m  “1S 
n  r  .  t iiwui  d  groan  oi  iigii,  ao-ed  ninety-two 

urersafp  °LarCHirS  He’  ^  L°AStr7  ^  0ne  of  ^  Tuefda'y  kl 
tuiers  a.  Fmners-Hall.  He  printed,  befides  feveral  fermons,  a  little  traft, 

*  Ur-  K'PP‘S’  Life  of  Dr.  Lardner,  p.  7.  CalIed 
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u  St.  Veter ,  and  the  bifhopsof  Rome  his  fuccdTGrs.”  Thefe 
difcourfcs  were  feparately  printed  immediately  after  each 

was 

called  Sacramefttal  Exercifes;  and  in  the  fecond  edition  of  the  44  Biogra- 
44  phia  Britannica,”  under  the  article  A?nory ,  there  is  a  Email  copy  of 
verfes  which  he  fent  to  his  friend  Dr.  Harris ,  on  their  both  receiving  di¬ 
plomas  from  a  Scotch  univerfity. 

Mr.  Mofes  Logman,  more  than  forty  years  minifter  of  a  congregation  at 
Clapham,  Surry,  to  a  great  character  for  general  literature  added  a  thorough 
acquaintance  with  Jewifh  learning  and  antiquities.  I Tis  treatife  on  the 
civil  government  of  the  Hebrews,  another  on  the  ritual  of  that  people, 
and  a  commentary  on  the  Revelations,  have  been  held  in  high  eftimation. 
A  Email  piece  drawn  up  by  him,  in  the  mathematical  form,  to  prove  the 
unity  and  perfections  of  God  a  priori ,  was  called,  by  Dr.  Chandler ,  a 
truly  golden  treatife ,  and  afferted  to  be  a  drift  demondration.  After  his 
deceafe  there  appeared  from  the  prefs  three  trafts  on  the  Shechinah  and 
Logos,  publilhed  from  his  MSS.  by  Dr.  Chandler ,  Dr.  Lardner ,  and  Mr. 
Sandercock.  He  reached  the  age  of  72,  and  died  May  3,  1752. 

Dr.  Benjamin  Grofvenor  was  a  minider  in  London,  of  diftinguifhed 
reputation,  upwards  of  fifty  years.  A  lingular  acumen,  lively  imagination, 
and  warm  devotion  of  heart,  charaCtcrifed  his  difeourfes,  which  were  de¬ 
livered  with  a  graceful  utterance.  He  was  born  in  London,  id  January, 
1675  ;  was  chofen  minider  to  the  congregation  in  Crofbv-iquare  in  1704, 
which  he  foon  railed  into  a  douridiing  church  and  crouded  auditory:  and 
1716  he  was  elefted  one  of  the  fix  preachers  at  the  Merchants’  lefture,  at 
Salter’s-Hall.  In  1749  he  retired  from  HI  publick  fervices ;  and  died 
Augud  27th,  1758,  in  the  83d  year  of  his  age.  He  publilhed  many  fingle 
fermons ;  the  mod  didinguifhing  of  which  wras  one  on  44  The  Temper  of 
(C  Jefus  towards  his  enemies,”  which  was  reprinted  at  Cambridge  fo  lately 
as  the  year  1785  :  it  was  a  tranfeript  of  his  own  heart  and  life.  44  An 
44  Effay  on  Health;”  and  an  excellent  treatife  entitled,  44  The  Mourner;” 
both  of  which  have  paffed  through  feveral  editions,  and  will  continue  to  be 
memorials  of  his  genius,  learning,  and  fpirit.  Of  the  latter  the  following 
paffage  in  his  diary  is  an  amiable  fpecimen:  “  I  thank  God,”  fays  he, 
“  for  that  temper  of  mind  and  genius,  which  has  made  it  natural  for  me 
“  to  have  an  averfion  to  bigotry.  This  has  improved  condantly  with  my 
4C  knowledge.  And  the  enlarging  my  mind  towards  thofe  who  differ  from 
“  me,  has  kept  pace  with  my  illumination  and  intelleftual  improvements. 
<f  Agree  to  differ  is  a  good  motto.  The  reafon  and  lovelinefs  of  fuch  a 
((  friendly  difpofition  would  recommend  it,  and  I  am  perfuaded  people 
t(  would  almoR  take  it  of  themfelves,  if  it  were  not  for  the  feveral  arts 
44  ufed  to  prevent  it.” 

Mr.  Thomas  Lea'uejly  was,  for  forne  years,  miniiler  of  the  Old  Jewrry  in 
London. 

Mr.  Jofeph  Burroughs  wras  a  learned  and  judicious  divine;  of  which, 
not  only  the  fermon  in  the  above  collection,  but  a  volume  of  fermons  pub- 
Jifhed  in  1741 ;  and  44  a  view  of  Popery;”  taken  from  the  creed  of  pope 
Pius  IV.  afford  ample  proof.  He  was  a'lfo  the  author  of  feveral  fingle 
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was  preached  and  when  the  leftures  was  doled,  were  col¬ 
lated  together  and  formed  two  volumes,  8vo.  *. 

In 

fermons  and  of  i  wo  aifcourfes  relating  to  pofitive  iniHtutions:”'  which 
brought  on  a  controverfy  between  him  and  the  worthy  Dr.  Caleb  Fleming, 
cn  the  mode  and  fubjeht  of  baptifm.  He  was  fifty-two  years  connehled 
with  the  general  baptiil  congregation  in  Barbican,  London,  find  as  an 
affiltant  to  the  Pvev.  Richard  Allen ,  and  from  the  year  1717,  as  pallor,  to 
November  23,  1761,  when  he  died  in  the  77th  year  of  his  age:  having 
fupported,  through  fo  long  a  life,  the  character  of  the  Heady  friend  to 
libei  tv  and  free- enquiry,  of  a  zealous  advocate  for  the  importance  of  the 
chriftian  revelation,  and  of  the  flrenuous  promoter  of  every  fcheme  that 
tended  to  advance  the  common  interefts  of  religion,  as  well  as  thofe  wdiich 
were  particularly  calculated  for  the  benefit  of  baptiil  focieties:  while 
through  the  greateft  part  of  this  period  he  had  as  a  minilfer  ferved  the 
church,  with  which  he  was  united,  with  the  greateft  fidelity,  affetfion,  and 
zeal. 

The  length  of  this  note  might  appear  to  require  an  apology,  were 
the  names,  to  whofe  memory  it  is  devoted,  too  eminent  in  their  day  t< 
polled  over  without  fome  relpefff.il  notice.  Several  of  the  preceding  gen¬ 
tlemen,  viz.  the  Drs.  Groove  nor,  Wright ,  and  Evans,  and  Mr.  Lovuman, 
were  engaged  in  the  years  1716,  1717,  1718,  with  Dr.  Avery,  and  Mr. 
Simon  Brown,  in  a  valuable  publication,  entitled  “The  Occafiona!  Paper 
a  work  facred  to  the  caufe  of  religious  liberty,  free-enquiry  and  charity. 

*  It  is  proper  to  add,  that  this  defence  of  protellantifm  did  not  termi¬ 
nate  with  the  delivery  of  the  fermons  from  the  pulpit  at  Salter’s-Hall.  Dr« 
Chandler  purfued  his  fubjefl  in  “  A  fecond  treatife  on  the  Notes  of  the 
c<  Church as  a  fupplement  to  his  fermon,  at  that  place,  on  the  fame  fub- 
jeff.  And  Dr.  Harris  followed  up  his  fermon  on  tranfiibftantiation  with 
“  A  fecond  Difcourfe,  in  which  the  fixth  chapter  of  St.  John’s  gofpel  is 
“  particularly  confidered;  preached  at  the  Merchants’  lefture  at  Salter’s- 
<(  Hall,  April  22,  1735,”  which  was  reckoned  to  poftefs  peculiar  merit. 
Mr.  Burroughs  further  fhewed  himfelf  an  able  writer,  in  the  caufe  for 
which  the  fermons  were  preached,  by  his  “  Review  of  Popery.”  The 
courfe  of  lectures  had  not  gone  on  a  month,  when  a  gentleman  or  two 
being  in  company  with  a  Romifh  prieft  at  the  Pope’s-Head  Tavern  in 
in  Cornhill  they  became  the  iubjedl  of  converfation ;  and  the  latter 
objeffed,  in  particular,  againft  fome  palfages  in  Mr.  Barker's  fermon, 
as  what  could  not  be  fupported  by  proper  vouchers.  This  brought  on, 
by  appointment,  “  Two  conferences  on  the  7th  and  13th  of  February, 

“  1734-5,  at  t^le  Bell  tavern  in  Nicholas-lane,  on  the  blafphemy  of  many 
“  popifh  writers  in  giving,  and  of  popes  in  receiving,  the  title  of  Our 
“  Lord  God  the  Pope;  on  the  dodlrines  of  fubliantiation ;  praying  to 
“  faints  and  angels,  and  of  denying  the  ufe  of  the  feriptures  to  the  laity.” 
At  the  firfc  of  thefe  conferences  twenty  were  prefent,  and  the  difpute  was 
fupported  by  the  Romilh  pried,  Dr.  Hunt,  and  a  divine  of  the  church  of 
England:  at  the  fecond  the  debate  laid  between  the  former  catholick  gen¬ 
tleman,  Mr.  Morgan,  accompanied  by  Mr.  Vaughan ,  fuppofed  to  be  a 
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In  the  year  1736  came  out  the  third  volume  of  the 
Hiftory  of  the  Puritans:  and  Mr.  Neal's  defign  was  com¬ 
pleted,  by  the  publication  of  the  fourth,  in  the  year  1738, 
which  brought  down  the  hiftory  of  non-conformity  to  the 
a£t  of  toleration  by  King  William  and  Queen  Mary ,  in 
the  year  1689.  This  and  Mr.  Neal's  other  hiftorical  works 
fpread  his  name  through  the  learned  world,  and  juftly  fe- 
cured  to  him  great  and  permanent  reputation.  Dr.  Jen¬ 
nings  ipeaking  of  them  fays,  cc  I  am  fatisfied  that  there 

pried,  and  Dr.  Hunt ,  Dr.  Chandler ,  and  Mr.  John  Eames ,  well  known  to 
the  world  for  his  integrity  and  learning:  Dr  .Talbot  Smith  was  chofen 
chairman,  and  the  whole  company  confided  of  thirty.  A  date  of  thefe  de¬ 
putations  was  foon  publifhed  by  an  anonymous  author,  entitled,  “  Two 
<e  Conferences  held,'’  See.  The  catholick  party  alfo  gave  a  reprefentation  of 
them  to  the  publick  in  a  pamphlet  entitled,  The  two  Conferences,  St c. 
“  truely  Jlated .”  This  brought  out  from  the  pen  of  Dr.  Chandler  “  An 
“  account  of  the  conference  held  in  Nicholas-lane,  February  13,  1734-5, 
“  between  two  Romifh  prieds  and  fome  protedant  divines,  w  ith  fome  re¬ 
-marks  on  the  pamphlet,  &c.”  The  dolors’  account  is  condncd  to  thefe- 
cond  conference,  becaufe  he  was  not  prefent  at  the  fird. 

Soon  after  thefe  Salters’-IIall  fermons  were  publifhed,  there  appeared  a 
pamphlet,  in  1735,  which  in  1736  ran  to  a  third  edition,  entitled,  “  A 
“  fupplement  to  the  fermons  lately  preached  at  Salters’-Hall  againd  popery : 

“  containing  jud  and  ufeful  remarks  on  another  great  corruption  therein 
“  omitted.”  The  author  of  thistradl  was  Mr.  George  Killingwcrth,  a  re- 
fpedlable  lay- gentleman  of  Norwich.  The  defign  of  it  was  to  fhew,  that 
the  reafoning  of  the  gentlemen,  who  preached  thofe  fermons,  affedled  not 
only  the  papids,  but  themfelves,  in  reje&ing  the  baptifm  of  adult  perfons, 
and  fubdituting  in  the  room  thereof  the  fprinkling  of  infimts.  The  author, 
with  this  view,  bendes  dating  from  the  New  Tedament  the  evidence  in 
favour  of  his  own  fentiments,  fhrewdly  applied  a  great  number  of  paffages 
from  the  fermons,  fomewhat  in  the  way  of  a  parody,  to  edablifh  his  own 
conclufion;  and  to  prove,  that  if  thofe  gentlemen  pra<5lifcd  or  believed 
any  thing  as  a  part  of  the  religion  of  the  holy  Jefus,  which  could  not  be 
plainly  and  clearly  proved  from  the  New  Tedament,  (as  he  conceived  that 
they  did  in  the  matter  of  fprinkling  of  infants)  they  mud  look  upon  them¬ 
felves  as  felf-condemned,  their  own  arguments  being  a  full  confutation  of 
them.  Mr.  Killings  or  tb  fbewed  himfelf  an  able  writer  by  other  pieces  in 
favour  of  the  fentiments  for  which  he  was  a  drenuous  advocate:  and  pub¬ 
lifhed  alfo  “  An  anfwer”  to  the  late  very  refpeflable  Mr  .Mica]  ah  Tc'wgood’s 
traft,  entitled,  “  Infant  Baptifm  a  Reafonable  Service;”  by  way  of  ap¬ 
pendix  to  an  examination  of  Dr.  Fojler’s  “  Sermon  on  Catholick  Com- 
“  munion.”  In  one  of  his  pieces,  he  likewife  replied  to  the  arguments 
of  Mr.  Emlyri* s  Previous  Quedion. 
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“  is  no  judicious  and  unprejudiced  perfon,  that  has  con- 
c-  verfed  with  the  volumes  he -wrote,  but  will  acknowledge 
“  he  had  an  excellent  talent  at  writing  hiftory.  His  ftyle 
“  ls-moft  eafy  and  peifpicuous;  and  the  judicious  remarks, 
“  which  he  leads  his  readers  to  make  upon  fads  as  they 
cc  g°  along,  make  his  hiftories  to  be  not  only  more  enter- 
“  taining,  but  to  be  more  inftruXive  and  ufeful  than  molt 
“  books  of  that  kind.”§ 

While  this  work  was  preparing  for  and  going  through 
the  pi  els,  pait  of  his  time  was  occupied  in  drawing  up 
and  publifhing  an  anfwer  to  Dr.  Maddox ,  bifhop  of  St. 
Afaphj  who  wrote  a  pretty  long  “Vindication  of  the 
cc  doXrine,  difcipline,  and  worfhip,  of  the  church  of  Eng¬ 
land,  eftabnfhed  in  tne  reign  or  Queen  Elizabeth,  from 


U 


iiiC 


injurious  reflexions  (as  he  was  pleafed  to  ftile  them) 
“  of  Mr.  Neal’ s  firft  volume  of  the  Hiftory  of  the  Puri- 
“  tans.”  This  anfwer  was  entitled,  “  A  review  of  the 
“  principal  fads  objected  to  the  firft  volume  of  the  Hiftory 
“  of  the  Puritans.”  It  was  reckoned  to  be  written  with 
great  judgment,  and  to  eftablifh  our  hiftorian’s  charaXer 
for  an  impartial  regard  to  truth.  And  it  was  reafonably 
concluded,  from  this  fpecimen  of  his  powers  of  defence, 
that,  if  his  declining  ftate  of  health  had  permitted  him,  he 
would  have  as  thoroughly  vindicated  the  other  volumes 
from  the  animadverfions  afterwards  publifhed  againft  them 
by  Dr.  Zachary  Grey. 

The  pleafure  Mr.  Neal  had  in  ferving  the  caufe  of  re¬ 
ligious  liberty  had  carried  him  through  his  undertaking 
with  amazing  alacrity.  But  he  engaged  in  it  at  an  ad¬ 
vanced  age,  and  when  his  health  had  begun  to  decline:  this, 
joined  with  the  clofe  application  he  gave  to  the  profecution 
of  it,  brought  on  a  lingering  illnefs,  from  which  he  never 
recovered.  He  had  been  all  his  life  fubjeX,  in  fome  degree, 


§  Funeral  Sermon,  p,  32. 
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to  a  lownefsof  fpirits,  and  to  complaints  of  an  indifpofition 
in  his  head.  His  love  of  ftudy,  and  an  unremitting  atten- 
tion  to  the  duties  of  his  office,  rendered  him  averfe  to  the 
frequent  ufe  of  any  exercife  that  took  him  off  from  his 
books.  In  the  end,  repeated  ftrokes  of  the  pally,  firlt 
gentle  and  then  more  fevere,  which  greatly  enfeebled  all 
his  powers  both  of  body  and  mind,  and  baffled  the  belt 
advice,  the  aids  of  medicine,  and  repeated  ufe  of  the  Bath 
waters,  brought  him  to  his  grave,  perfectly  worn  out,  in 
the  65th  year  of  his  age.  He  died  April  4th,  1743. 

During  the  declining  Hate  of  his  health,  Mr.  Neal  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  excellent  Dr.  Doddridge  to  recommend  fame 
young  minifter,  as  an  alfiftant  to  him.  A  gentleman  was 
pointed  out,  and  appeared  in  his  pulpit  with  this  view;  and 
a  letter,  which  on  this  occafion  he  wrote  to  Dr.  Doddridge, 
and  which  the  doftor  endorfed  with  this  memorandum, 
“  Some  wife  Hints,”  affords  fuch  an  agreeable  fpecimen 
of  Mr.  Neal’s  good  fenfe,  candour,  and  prudence,  as  can¬ 
not  fail,  we  think,  to  render  it  acceptable  to  our  readers. 

“  Dear  Sir, 

<c  our  letter  which  I  received  ye  He  relay  gave  me  a  f?reat 
“  deal  of  agreeable  entertainment,  and  made  me  almolf  in 
love  with  a  perlon  that  I  never  law.  His  charadfer  is  the 
"  very  pifture  of  what  I  fhould  wifh  and  pray  for.  There 
“  >s  no  manner  of  exception  that  I  can  hear  of,  but  that 
“  of  his  delivery,  which  many,  with  you,  hope  may  be 
conquered  or  very  much  amended.  All  exprefs  a  very 

"  great  refpe<ff  and  value  for  Mr - and  his  miniftry, 

and  aie  highly  pleafed  with  his  ferious  and  affectionate 
mannei .  rend  I  am  apt  to  think,  when  we  have  heard 
nim  again,  even  the  thicknefs  of  the  pronunciation  of 
t{  fome  of  his  words  will  in  a  great  meafure  vanifh;  it 
“  being  owing,  in  a  great  meafure,  (according  to  my  fon) 
u  to  not  making  his  under  and  upper  lip  meet  together: 

c  2  “  but 

* 
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cc  but  be  that  as  it  will,  this  is  all,  and  the  very  .word  that 
Cf  I  know  of,  to  ufe  your  own  expreflion. 

“  I  wifh,  as  much  as  you,  that  the  affair  might  be  fpeedily 
<c  iffued;  but  you  know  that  things  of  this  nature,  in  which 
(C  many,  and  thofe  of  a  different  temper,  are  concerned, 
“  muff  proceed  with  all  tenaernefs  and  voluntary  freedom, 
tc  without  the  lead  fhadow  of  violence  or  imaginary  hurry. 
cc  Men  love  to  a£f  for  themfelves,  and  with  fpontaneity; 
cc  and,  as  I  have  fometimes  obferved,  have  come  at  length 
€c  chearfully,  and  voluntarily  into  meafures,  which  they 
<c  would  have  oppofed,  if  they  had  imagined  they  were  to 
<c  be  driven  into  them. 

Cf  I  don’t  mention  this,  as  if  it  was  the  prefent  cafe,  for 
cc  I  can  affure  you  it  is  not:  but  to  put  you  in  mind,  that 
cf  it  may  poffibly  not  always  be  for  the  bed  to  do  things 
<c  too  hadily;  and  therefore  I  hope  you  will  excufe  the 

€C  digredion.  I  am  exceedingly  tender  of  Mr.  - - ’s  cha- 

<c  rafter  and  ufefulnefs;  and  therefore  flnall  leave  it  to  your 
<c  prudence  to  fix  the  day  of  his  coming  up:  and  you  may 
“  depend  upon  my  taking  all  the  prudential  deps  in  favour 
<c  of  this  affair,  that  I  am  mader  of.  I  hope  the  fatis- 
<c  faction  will  be  general,  but  who  can  anfwer  for  it  before - 

hand?  It  has  a  promifing  appearance;  but  if  it  comes 
<f  out  otherwife,  you  diall  have  a  faithful  account. 

cc  I  am  pleafed  to  hear  that  Mr. - is  under  fo  good 

<c  an  advifer  as  yourfelf,  who  cannot  but  be  apprifed  of 
cc  the  great  importance  of  this  affair  both  to  your  academy, 
“  to  myfelf,  and  to  the  publick  intered  of  the  diffenters 
“  in  this  city:  and  I  frankly  declare  I  don’t  know  any  one 
<c  place  among  us  in  London  where  he  can  fit  more  eafy, 
“  and  enjoy  the  univerfal  love  and  affedtion  of  a  good- 
f(  natured  people,  which  will  give  him  all  fitting  encou- 
€C  ragement.  We  are  very  thankful  to  you.  Sir,  for  the 
<c  concern  you  exprefs  for  us,  and  the  care  you  have  taken 
cc  for  our  fupply.  I  hope  you  will  have  a  return,  from 

“  above. 
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<c  above,  of  far  greater  bleffings  than  this  world  can  beftow, 
cc  and  you  may  expeft  from  me  all  fui table  acknowledge- 
<c  ments. 

cc  Pray  advife  Mr. - ,  when  you  fee  him,  to  lay  afide 

cc  all  undue  concern  from  his  mind,  and  to  fpeak  with 
cc  freedom  and  eafe.  Let  him  endeavour,  by  an  articulate 
(c  pronunciation,  to  make  the  elder  perfons  hear  and  thofe 
cc  that  fit  at  a  greater  diftance,  and  all  will  be  well.  He 
cc  has  already  got  a  place  in  the  affections  of  many  of  the 
fc  people;  and  I  believe  will  quickly  captivate  them  all. 
cc  A  flu  re  him  that  he  has  a  candid  audience,  who  will  not 
cc  make  a  man  an  offender  for  a  word.  Let  him  fpeak  to 
cc  the  heart,  and  touch  the  conlcience,  and  fhew  himfclf  in 
<f  earned  in  his  work:  and  he  will  certainly  approve  him- 
<c  felf  a  workman  that  needs  not  be  afhamed.  I  beg 

<c  pardon  for  thefe  hints.  Let  not  Mr. -  imprefs  his 

<c  mind  too  much  with  them.  My  beft  refpedfcs  attend 
cc  your  lady  and  whole  family,  not  forgetting  good  Mr. 
Cf  — — ,  &c.  I  am.  Sir,  in  hafte, 

“  Your  affectionate  brother 

Cf  and  very  humble  fervant, 

London,  Saturday  evening,  DANIEL  NEAL.”§ 

May  12,  1739. 

cf  Brethren,  pray  for  us!” 

Difeafe  had,  for  many  months  before  his  death,  rendered 
him  almoft  entirely  incapable  of  publick  fervice.  This 
induced  him  to  refign  the  paftoral  office  in  the  November 
preceding.  The  confidence,  as  well  as  generous  manner 
in  which  he  did  it,  will  appear  from  the  following  letter 
he  fent  to  the  church  on  that  occafion : 

§  The  above  letter  was  very  obligingly  communicated  by  the  Reverend 
Thomas  Stedrna'n ,  vicar  of  St.  Chad’s,  Shrew fbury. 

c  1  To 
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I  o  the  church  oi  Chrift,  meeting  in  Jewen-ftreet, 

London. 

My  dear  brethren,  and  beloved  in  the  Lord, 

“  God,  in  his  all-wife  providence,  having  feen  meet  for 
“  fome  time  to  difable  me  in  a  great  meafure  from  fervino- 
"  you  in.the  golpel  of  his  Son,  and  therein  to  deprive  me 
“  of  one  of  the  greateft  fatisfactions  of  my  life-  I  have 
been  waiting  upon  him  in  the  ule  of  means  for  a  con- 
"  hderable  t;me,  as  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  do.  But  not 
having  found  fuch  a  reftoration  as  might  enable  me  to 
fated  lei  vice,  it  is  my  duty  to  acquiefce  in  his  will, 
ixnd  having  looked  up  to  him  for  direction,  I  think  it 

bell  for  your  fakes  to  furrender  my  office  of  a  paftor 
“  amongft  you. 

“  Upon  this  occafion  it  becomes  me  to  make  my  hum- 
cc  bleft  acknowledgments  to  the  bleffed  God,  for  that 
cc  meafure  of  ufefulnefs  he  has  honoured  me  with  in  the 
coune  of  my  labours  amongft  you ;  and  I  render  you 
“  all  rny  unfeigned  thanks  for  the  many  affectionate  in- 
cc  fiances  of  your  regard  towards  me. 

u  May  the  fpirit  of  God  direct  you  in  the  choice  of  a 
“  wife  and  able  paftor,  who  may  have  your  fpiritual  and 
“  everlafting  welfare  at  heart.  And,  for  that  end,  beware 
“  a  0 ^  divifion:  Be  ready  to  condefcend  to  each 

othei  s  infii  mi  ties :  Keep  together  in  the  way  of  your 
duty,  and  in  waiting  upon  God  for  his  direction  and 
oieffing:  Remember  this  is  the  diftinguifhing  mark 
of  the  difciples  of  Chrift,  c  that  they  love  one  another/ 
Finady,  my  brethren,  farewell;  be  of  good  comfort  and 
“  °^*  one  mind;  live  in  pe^ce;  and  the  God  of  love  and 
c,c  peace  fliall  be  with  you. 

<c  I  am,  your  affectionate  well-wiffier, 

i(  and  obedient  humble  lervant, 

“  DANIEL  NEAL.”§ 

§  From  the  MSS#  account. 


MR.  DANIEL  NEAL. 


XXX1& 


From  the  firft  attack  of  his  long  illnefs,  it  appears  he 
had  ferious  apprehenfions  how  it  would  terminate;  and  a 
letter  written  from  Bath,  in  April  1739,  to  a  worthy  friend, || 
fhews  the  excellent  Bate  of  his  mind  under  thofe  views. 

cc  My  greateft  concern,”  he  lays,  cc  is  to  have  rational 
cc  anci  fohd  expectations  of  a  future  happinefs.  I  would 
not  be  mi  (taken,  nor  build  on  die  fand;  but  \vOukl  in.- 
cc  prefs  my  mind  with  a  firm  belief  ot  the  ceitaiuty  of  the 
future  world,  and  live  in  a  practical  pu  paiation  lor  it. 
<c  I  rely  very  much  on  the  rational  notions  we  have  of  the 
cc  moral  perfections  of  God,  not  only  as  a  juft  but  a  benevo- 
cc  lent  and  merciful  Being,  who  knows  our  frame,  and  will 
“  make  all  reafonable  allowances  for  our  imperfections  and 
«  follies  in  life;  and  not  only  fo,  but,  upon  repentance  and 
“  faith  in  Chrift,  will  pardon  our  pad  fins,  though  never 

“  fo  many  or  great. 


II  This  friend  was  Dr.  Henry  Miles ,  an  eminent  diiienting  minider,  at 
Tooting  in  Surry,  and  a’refpectable  member  of  the  Royal  Society :  who 
died,  February  10,  1763,  in  the  65th  year  of  his  age.  He  was  a  native 
of  Stroud  in  Glocederfhire.  His  knowledge  in  natural  hidory,  botany, 
and  experimental  philofophy,  for  which  he  had  a  remarkable  take,,  occa- 
fioned  his  being  eleded  a  member  of  the  Royal  Society,  in  1743,  in  the 
Tranfa&ions  of  which  appear  feveral  papers  from  his  pen;  and  Dr.  Birch , 
in  the  preface  to  his  fine  edition  of  Mr.  Boyle's  Works,  handfomely  fays, 
that  the  conduct  and  improvement  of  that  edition  were  chiefly  to  be  aferioed 
to  the  great  labour,  judgment,  and  fagacity  of  the  learned  Mr.  Miles ,  ar.u 
that  todiim  thepublick  owed  confiderable  additions  never  before  publimed. 
Befides  this,  he  could  never  be  prevailed  upon  to  publifn  more  than  a  ungle 
fermon,  preached  at  the  Old-Jewry,  on  occafion  of  a  publick  charity  m 
1738.  He  was  a  hard  ftudent.  His  preparations  for  the  pulpit  cod  him  in- 
ceffant  labour;  and  for  a  courfe  of  thirty  years  he  condantly  rofe,  two  days 
in  the  week,  at  two  or  three  o’clock  in  the  morning,  to  compofc  his  fermons. 
He  lived  like  an  excellent  chriftian  and  minifler:  his  behaviour  was  on  all 
occafions  that  of  a  gentleman ;  the  fimplicity  ^  of  his  fpirit  and  manners 
was  very  remarkable;  his  converfation  mdruTive  and  entertaining;  his 
countenance  was  ahvays  open,  mild  and  amiable;  and  his  carriage  fo  con- 
defeending  and  courteous,  even  to  his  inferiors,  as  plainly  diiCOvrcied  a 
mod  humane  and  benevolent  heart.  He  was  the  friend  of  Dr.  Lardner  and 
Dr.  Doddridge ;  and  in  the  correfpondence  of  the  latter,  pub! idled  by  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Stedman ,  there  are  feveral  of  his  letters,  bee  alfo  “  Dr.  Fur- 
“  neaux's  Funeral  Sermon  for  Dr.  Miles H 

“  In 
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“  In  aid  of  the  imperfcftion  of  our  rational  notions,  I 
”  am  very  thankiul  for  the  glorious  truths  of  gofpel  reve- 
“  latlon’  wh‘ch  are  an  additional  fuperftruAure  on  the 
"  other:  for  though  we  can  believe  nothing  contrary  to 
“  our  reafon,  we  have  a  great  many  excellent  and  comfort- 
“  able  di fcoveries  built  upon  and  fuperadded  to  it.  Upon 
“  thls  double  foundation  would  I  build  all  my  expectations, 
“  with  an  humble  and  aweful  reverence  of  the  majefty  of 

the  Great  Judge  of  all  the  earth,  and  a  fiducial  reliance 

on  the  mercy  of  our  Lord  Jefus  Chrift  to  eternal  life. 

In  this  frame  of  mind,  I  defire  to  fear  God,  and  keep 
“  his  commandments.” 

In  all  his  lenfible  intervals,  during  his  laft  illnefs,  he 
enjoyed  an  uncommon  ferenity  of  mind;  and  behaved  be- 
coming  a  chriftian  and  a  miniiter.'j* 

T-  his  peaceful  (late  of  mind  and  comfortable  hope  he 
poffefled  to  the  lafu.§  About  a  month  before  his  death, 
he  appeared  to  his  fel low- w  orfh ippers,  at  the  Lord's  fupper, 
with  an  air  fo  extraordinary  ferious  and  heavenly,  as  made 

lome  prefent  fay,  cc  he  looked  as  if  he  were  not  Ion z  for  this 
ic  world” 

The  preceding  particulars  and  his  writings  will,  in 
part,  enable  the  reader  to  form  for  himfelf  a  juft  opinion 
of  Mr.  Neal’s  charabter:  and  will  certainly  give  credibility 
to  what  is  reported  concerning  it. 

He  filled  the  relations  of  domeftick  life  with  integrity 
and  honour;  and  left  a  deep  and  fond  regret  in  the  hearts 
of  his  family. ||  In  his  publick  connections,  he  was  the 

prudent 

f  Letters  to  and  from  Dr.  Doddridge,  1790,  p.  358. 

§  Dr.  Jennings's  Funeral  Sermon,  and  the  MSS.  account. 

#  II  Of  this  we  have  a  proof  in  the  exprehive  and  afFe&ing  manner  in  which 
his  fon  wrote,  concerning  his  death,  to  Dr.  Doddridge .  “  The  report  which 
€f  you  had  heard  of  my  honoured  father’s  death  was  too,  well  founded,  if  it 
“  is  becoming  the  filial  gratitude  I  owe  to  his  memory  to  feem  to  repine  at 
“  my  own  lofs,  which  I  am  fatisfied  is  greatly  his  gain;  efpecially  when 

fS  his 
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prudent  counfellor,  and  faithful,  fteady  friend.  His  la¬ 
bours  in  the  pulpit,  and  his  vifits  in  families,  while  his 
health  continued  firm,  were  edifying  and  entertaining.  He 
had  an  eafy,  agreeable  manner,  both  in  the  ftyle  and  in  the 
delivery  of  his  fermons,  free  from  affectation.  In  conver- 
fation,  he  knew  how  to  mix  grave  and  prudent  inftrudtion 
or  advice  with  a  becoming  chearfulnefs,  which  made  his 
company  to  be  pleafing  and  profitable. 

He  was  honoured  with  the  friendfhip  of  fome  in  very 
high  ftations  and,  in  early  life,  contracted  an  acquaintance 
with  feveral,  who  afterwards  made  a  confiderable  figure 
in  the  learned  world,  both  in  the  eftablifhed  church  and 
amongft  the  diffenters. 

The  repeated  and  frequent  invitations  he  received  to 
appear  in  the  pulpit,  on  Angular  and  publick  occasions, 
efpecially  the  fhare  he  had  in  the  le&ures  at  Salters’- Hall, 
againlt  popery,  are  honourable  proofs  of  the  refpeCb  and 
eftimation  in  which  his  abilities  and  character  were  in 
general  held,  even  by  thofe  who  differed  from  him  in  their 
fentiments  on  many  queftions  of  doCtrine  and  church  go¬ 
vernment. 

His  own  doCtrinal  fentiments  were  fuppofed  to  come 
neareft  to  thofe  of  Calvin ;  which  he  looked  upon  as  mod 
agreeable  to  the  facred  fcriptures,  and  mod  adapted  to 
the  great  ends  of  religion.  But  neither  were  his  charity 
nor  his  friendfhips  confined  to  men  of  his  own  opinion. 

"  his  nobler  powers  werefo  much  obfcured,  even  to  the  fight  of  his  friends, 
“  as  they  have  been  for  fome  time  pail;  by  the  bodily  decays  he  laboured 
<c  under.  But  notwithftanding  all  the  admirable  reliefs  which  reafon  and 
“  faith  afford  under  the  uneafmefs  which  nature  feels  on  the  lofs  of  fo  near 
((  and  (who  had  been)  fo  defirable  a  relation,  and  the  many  circumftances  of 
(t  weaknefs  which  feemedto  make  diffolution  lefs  formidable,  yet  the  parting 
“  feafon  will  be  gloomy,  the  breathlefs  corpfe  of  a  once  dear  and  valuable 
“  friend  will  affect  us,  and  the  carrying  out  of  our  houfe,  and  leaving 
“  behind  us  in  a  folitary  tomb,  all  that  was  vifible  (when  at  the  fame  time 
(t  ^  was  fo  venerable)  of  a  father,  ftrikes  a  damp  on  the  lpirits,  which  is 
f(  not  eafily  overcome  or  forgotten.’’ 

Letters  to  and  from  Dr.  Doddridge,  p.  355,  &c. 

The 


xlii 


MEMOIRS  OF  THE  LIFE  OF  MR,  NEAL. 

Fne  Biole  alone  was  his  ftandard  for  religious  truth:  and 
he  was  willing  and  defirous,  that  ail  others  ihould  be  at 

perftft  liberty  to  take  and  follow  it,  as  their  own  rule. _ 

The  unchi  iflian  heats  and  unhappy  differences,  which  had 
arifen  amongft  Chriftians  by  the  reftraints  that  been  laid, 
moie  or  lefs,  by  all  parties,  when  in  power,  on  the  faith  or 
worlhip  of  their  fellow  chriftians,  had  fixed  in  him  an  utter 
avvinon  to  impofition  upon  confcience  in  any  Jbapc,  and 
to  all  fuch  party  diftin&ions  as  would  naturally  lead  to  it. 

Mr.  Neal  married  Elizabeth  the  only  daughter  of  the 
Reverend  Richard  Lardner ,  many  years  paftor  of  a  con¬ 
gregation  at  Beal*  and  After  of  the  great  and  excellent  Dr. 
Lardner.  She  furvived  Mr.  Neal  about  five  years,  dying 
in  1748.  They  left  a  fon  and  two  daughters:  one  of  thefe 
ladies  married  Mr.  JoJefh  Jennings ,  of  Fenchurch-ftreet, 
toe  eideft  fon  of  the  Rev.  Dr.  David  Jennings ;  the  other 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Lijler}  minifter  of  the  diffenting  congregation 
at  Ware.  His  fon5  Mr.  Nathaniel  Neal \  was  an  eminent 
attorney,  and  fecretarv  to  the  Million  Bank.  He  wrote  a 
pamphlet,  entitled,  “  A  Free  and  ferious  Remonftrance  to 
c<  Proteftant  Diffenting  minifters,  on  occafion  of  the  decay 
ct  of  religion;”  which  was  republifhed  by  the  late  Rev.  Job 
Orton ,  in  1775.  Many  admirable  letters  of  this  gentleman 
to  Dr.  Doddridge ,  are  given  to  the  publick  in  that  inftruc- 
tive  and  entertaining  colledlion  of  letters  to  and  from  the 
Doftor,  which  we  owe  to  the  Rev.  Lhomas  Stedman ,  vicar 
of  St.  Chad’s,  Shrewfbury:  and  who,  to  the  mention  of 
Mr.  Nathaniel  Neal ,  adds  from  a  correfpondent;  “  whofe 
“  character  1  never  think  of  without  the  higheft  veneration 
“  and  efteem,  as  few  ever  poffeffed  more  eminently  the 
<£  virtues  of  the  heart,  united  with  a  very  fuperior  under- 
“  ftanding  and  judgment.”f 

*  The  character  of  Mr.  Lardner ,  drawn  by  his  fon-in-law  Mr.  "Nealy 
forms  the  6th  No.  of  the  Appendix  to  Dr.  Lardner's  life,  prefixed  to  the 
new  edition  of  his  works  in  8vo. 

f  Letters,  and  p.  353.  Note. 
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DANIEL  LISTER,  Esquire, 

OF  HACKNEY, 

GRANDSON  OF  THE  REV-.  DANIEL  NEAL, 

IN  GRATEFUL  TESTIMONY  OF  THE  ASSISTANCE 

AND  ENCOURAGEMENT 

WITH  WHICH, 

INDUCED  BY  STRONG  ATTACHMENT  TO  THE  CAUSE 
OF  GENERAL  LIBERTY  AND  PIOUS  VENERATION 
FOR  THE  NAME  OF  HIS  WORTHY 
ANCESTOR, 

HE  HAS  POLITELY  AND  GENEROUSLY  FAVOI/RED 

THE  UNDERTAKING, 


THIS  NEW  EDITION 

OF 

THE  HISTORY  OF  THE  PURITANS 

IS  RESPECTFULLY  INSCRIBED, 

BY  HIS  OBLIGED 

HUMBLE  SERVANT, 


1 


THE  EDITOR. 
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MORE  than  half  a  century  has  elapfed,  fince  the  work, 
now  again  offered  to  the  publick,  made  its  firffc 
appearance.  The  author  gave  it  a  fecond  edition  in  q-to. 
In  1755  it  was  printed  at  Dublin,  on  the  plan  of  the  firft 
impreffion,  in  four  volumes  odtavo.  The  Englifti  editions 
have,  fora  number  of  years,  been  fcarce:  and  copies  of 
the  work,  as  it  has  been,  juftly,  held  in  high  eftimation  by 
Diffenters,  have  borne  a  high  price.  Foreigners  alfo  have 
referred  to  it  as  a  book  of  authority,  affording  the  mod 
ample  information  on  that  part  of  the  Englifti  Hiftory, 
which  it  comprehends. f 

A  republication  of  it  will,  on  thefe  accounts,  it  is  fup- 
pofed,  be  acceptable  to  the  friends  of  religious  liberty. 
Several  circumftances  concur  to  render  it,  at  this  time, 
peculiarly  feafonable.  The  Proteftant  Diffenters,  by  their 
repeated  applications  to  Parliaments,  have  attrafted  notice 
and  excited  an  enquiry  into  their  principles  and  hiftory. 
The  odium  and  obloquy,  of  which  they  have  recently  be¬ 
come  the  objects,  are  a  call  upon  them  to  appeal  to  both 
in  their  own  juftification.  Their  Hiftory,  while  it  brings 
up  to  painful  review  fcenes  of  fpiritual  tyranny  and  oppref- 
fion,  connefts  itfelf  with  the  rife  and  progrefs  of  religious 
liberty;  and  neceffarily  brings  forward  many  important 
and  interefting  tranfaftions,  which  are  not  to  be  met  with 
in  the  general  Hiftories  of  our  Country,  becaufe  not  falling 
within  the  province  of  the  authors  to  detail. 

The  Editor  has  been  induced,  by  thefe  confiderations, 
to  comply  with  a  propofal  to  revife  Mr.  Neal's  work.  In 
doing  this,  he  has  taken  no  other  liberty  with  the  original 
text,  than  to  caft  into  notes  fome  papers  and  lilts  of  names, 
which  appeared  to  him  too  much  to  interrupt  the  narrative. 
This  alteration  in  the  form  of  it  promifes  to  render  it  more 
pleafing  to  the  eye,  and  more  agreeable  to  the  perufal.  He 
has,  where  he  could  procure  the  works  quoted,  which  he 

^  Moflheim,  Di&ionnaire  de  Herefies,  and  V/endeboin. 
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has.  °,ec”  abler  t0  do  in  m°ft  inftances,  examined  and  cor- 
reaed  the  references,  and  fo  afcertained  the  fairnefs  and 
accuracy  of  the  authorities.  He  has  reviewed  the  animad- 
veriions  of  Bunops  Maddox  and  Warburton ,  and  Dr.  Grey 
anu  given  the  refuit  of  his  fcrutiny  in  notes;  by  which  the 
credit  of  the  author  is  eventually  eftablifhed.  He  has  not 
hup pre fled  ftruflures  of  his  own,  where  he  conceived  there 
was  occafion  for  them.  It  has  been  his  aim,  in  conducing 
this  work,  through  the  prefs,  to  fupport  the  character  of 
the  dlllSent>  accurate,  and  impartial  Editor.  How  far  he 
has  done  this,  he  muft  leave  to  the  candid  to  determine." 

Vv  hatever  inaccuracies,  or  miftakes,  the  eye  of  criticifm 
may  dilcover,  he  is  confident,  that  they  cannot  effentialiy 
auect  tne  execution  ot  the  defign,  any  more  than  the  ve¬ 
racity  of  the  author.  The  remark,  which  Mr.  Neal  ad¬ 
vanced  as  a  plea,  in  his  own  defence,  againft  the  cenfire 
of  Bilhop  Maddox ,  will  apply  with  force,  the  Editor  con¬ 
ceives,  to  his  own  cafe;  as  in  the  firft  inftance  it  had  great 
weight.  <c  The  commiffion  of  errors  in  writing  any  hiftory 
“  of  times  pad,  (fays  the  ingenious  Mr.  Wharton, ,  in  his 
“  Ietter  t0  Mr-  St  type)  being  altogether  unavoidable,  ought 
“  not  to  detraft  from  the  credit  of  the  Hiftory,  or  the 
u  ei  its  of  the  Hiftorian,  unlefs  it  be  accompanied  with 
“  immoderate  cftentation,  or  unhandfome  reflexions  on 
<c  the  errors  of  others.* 

1  he  Editor  has  only  further  to  folicit  any  communica¬ 
tions,  which  may  tend  to  improve  this  impreffion  of  Neal's 
Hiftory;  or  to  furnifh  materials  for  the  continuation  of  the 
Hiftory  of  the  Proteftant  Difienters  from  the  Revolution, 
with  which  period  Mr.  Neal's  defign  clofes,  to  the  prefent 
times :  as  he  has  it  in  contemplation,  if  Providence  favour 
him  with  life  and  health,  to  prepare  fuch  a  work  for  the  prefs. 
Taunton,  13th  June,  1793. 

*  Mr.  Wharton  difcovered  as  many  errors  in  Mr.Strype's  Tingle  volume  of  Memorials  of  Arch - 
Hjhop  Cranmer ,  as  filled  three  fneets :  yet  Mr.  Strype' s  collections  were  juftly  entitled  to  the  com¬ 
mendations  of  poftei  ity,  as  a  work  of  great  utility  and  authority.  See  AW’s  Review,  p.  6.  8vo. 
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Elizabeth. 

Satyrical  pamphlets;  Martin  Mar-Prelate;  other  fatyrical  pam¬ 
phlets.  Ludicrous  pamphlets  on  the  church  fide.  Remarks.  Queen 
prohibits  them.  The  entertainers  ol  the  printing  prefs  punifhed8 
Whitgijt’ s  new  articles  of  vifitation.  Mr.  JJdal’s  examination.  His 
trial:  condemned.  Judges  offer  him  a  fubmiffion,  His  own  fub- 
miffion.  His  petitions.  His  reafons  for  arreff  ol  judgment.  His 
fentence.  His  confeffion  of  faith.  Petitions  to  be  bamfhed.  His 
death  and  character.  Examination  ol  Mr.  Carzur  g/it  and  his  bre¬ 
thren.  Articles  exhibited  againft  Mr.  Cartwright.  He  relufes  to 
anfwer  upon  oath.  Of  the  court  ol  Star-chamber.  Cartwright  and 
his  brethren  appear  before  it.  d  hey  are  flout  up  in  divers  pnfons. 
Their  addrefs  to  the  Queen.  Mr.  Cartwright  releafed :  but  many  ol 
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Mornce’s  arguments  againfl  the  oath  ex-ojjiao ,  Many  ol  the  bre¬ 
thren  take  it:  and  difeover  their  fynods.  Execution  ol  Ilacket.  1  lie 
puritans  not  concerned  with  him.  Queen's  metfage  to  the  parlia^ 
merit,  Debates  in  parliament  about  the  bifhops’  ipiritua!  courts, 
Bills  againfl  them:  not  to  be  kept  in  the  bifliop  s  name:  if  opt  by  the 
Queen.  Aft  fojr  pumfhing  relulers  to  come  to  church.  Progrefs  of 
Brownifm.  Their  church  fettlement  and  adinuuil ration  ol  the  la- 
craments.  They  are  difeovered  and  imprifoned.  1  heir  petition  to 
the  council.  Sufferings  of  Mr.  Smith  and  others.  Ban  owe  s  iup- 
plication  to  Parliament,  Infcription  upon  Rippotis  coffin  a  Brownill. 
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His  petition  to  the  Queen  unfinifhed.  His  trial  and  fentence.  His 
complaints  to  the  treafurer.  His  proteftaiion :  his  death.  Sufferings 
ot  the  pap, (Is  A  fummary  of  the  kirk  affairs  of  Scotland.  Pref- 
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narian  controverfy.  Mr.  Barret's  cafe.  Lambeth  articles :  difliked 
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Bill  to  pumfti  voluntary  ablence  from  the  church.  Proceedings  of 
the  convocation.  Death  ot  Dr.  Perkins.  Summary  of  the  con¬ 
troverfy  with  the  puritans  in  this  reign.  Principles  of  the  puritans, 
ft  iieii  character.  Queens  conduct  towards  them.  Remarks.  Of 
practical  religion.  The  Queen’s  death  and  charafter. 
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ADDITIONAL  REFERENCES  to  AUTHORS,  taken  from  Mr. 

NEAL’s  REVIEW. 

Pag® 

35.  Toth®  fecond  raragrapli fubjoin,  Burner’s  Hid  Ref.  vol.  Hi.  n  ,6  a 
42.  To  the  word  homilies,  Burr.et’s  Hid.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  n.  27  1 

45.  To  the  fecond  paragraph,  Burnet’s  Hift  Ref  voh  ii  p.',2 

46.  To  the  reference  in  the  bottom  of  the  dip®  after  61  'add  6  a 
58  To  ,b,  rfcjenc-  ,0  ,hf  bo,,™  of  f 

Coliyer  s  Eccles.  Pift.  vol.  n.  p.  290.  ^ 

60.  To  tables  fabjoin,  Burnet’s  Hid.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  t  ,-0.  Strype’s  Ann. 

Id-  1°  t]?e  reference  at  the  bottom  after  p.  198,  add  Strvpe’s  Ann  vol  i 
75.  To  the  note  add,  Bennet’s  Mem.  p.  52.  fn  ,52“ 

97.  Line  15.  to  the  word  predefine  ion,  fabjoin  Ctanme.r’s  Mem.  p.’ 
351,2,3.  Appendix,  p.  83.  v 

1 14.  To  the  beginning  of  the  paragraph  fubioin  Slype’s  Ann.  vo!  i. 

p*  2,  51,  I,  s*  And  to  ,he  end  of  it.  Burnet’s  Hift.  Ref  voi  ii  p  ^76 
11 5..  To  the  beginning  of  the  fecond  paragraph  fubjoin,  Strype’s '  Ann 
vol.  1.  p.  103,  105.  ~  "  x 

143.  In  the  references  at  the  bottom,  after  Parker ,  add  p.  46. 

145.  To  the  top  fubjoin,  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  i.  p.  72.  73. 

170.  Add  to  the  reference  at  the  bottom,  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  ii.  p.  r-, 

176.  To  the  fecond  reference  at  the  bottom  add,  after  30,  Strype’s  Ann. 
vol.  i.  p.  173.  '  A 

184.  To  the  laft  paragraph  of  note  fubjoin,  Sayre’s  Am.  vol.  i.  p.  4^9 
222.  To  the  beginning  of  the  fecond  paragraph  fubjoin,  Strype’s  Ann* 
vol.  1.  p.  623. 

231.  To  the  reference  at  the  bottom  add,  Life  of  Parker,  p.  312. 

246.  To  the  reference  at  the  bottom  add,  Pierce’s  Vindic  p.  4-/46. 

261.  To  the  fecond  reference  at  the  bottom  add,  Life  of  Parker,'  p.  428. 
270.  To  the  references  at  the  bottom  add,  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  ii  p.  288. 
272.  In  the  laft  references  after  263  add,  343.  MS.  Life  of  Parker,  p.  479. 
288.  To  the  fecond  reference  at  the  bottom  add,  Strype’s  Ann.  volii* 
P*  323* 

296.  To  the  fecond  reference  add.  Life  of  Parker,  p.  352,  3,  4.  Ap¬ 
pendix,  p.  47.  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  i.  p.  622. 

359.  To  the  beginning  of  the  page  fubjoin,  Strype’s  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  4. 
438.  To  puritanical  principles  fubjoin,  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  i.  p.  472.  vol.  ii. 

p.  451. - To  a  /were  perfecutor ,  fubjoin,  Life  of  Parker,  p.  428, 

438.  Pierce’s  Vindic.  p.  89. 

505.  To  the  beginning  of  the  fecond  paragraph  fabjoin.  Lord  Chancellor 
King’s  fpeecb  at  Sacbeverel' s  trial,  Vol.  81 ,  290.  “  If  theie  be 
“  wholefome  feverities,  let  human  nature  determine;  but  1  believe,” 
fays  his  lordfhip,  “  that  there  is  not  one  perfon  here,”  ( among  the 
Lords  and  Commons  of  Great-Britain)  “  but  if  thefe  feverities  were 
"  to  be  infixed  on  himfelf,  would  be  far  from  thinking  them  whole- 
fome,  and  defire  to  be  excufed  from  them.” 
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CHAP.  I. 

Ehe  Reign  of  Henry  VIII. 

ING  William  the  Conqueror  having  got  poflefiion  of 
,  the  crown  of  England,  by  the  afliltance  of  the  fee  of 
Rome\  and  King  John  having  afterwards  fold  it,  in 
his  wars  'with  the  Barons;  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
Engltf  Clergy  were  delivered  up  into  the  hands  of  the  Pope, 
who  taxed  them  at  his  pleafure,  and  in  procefs  of  time 
drained  the  kingdom  of  immenfe  treafures;  for  befides  al! 
his  otner  dues,  ariling  from  annates ,  firft  fruits ,  peter  fence. 
Sec.  he  extorted  large  fums  of  money  from  the  Clergy  for 
their  preferments  in  the  Church.  He  advanced  foreigners 
to  the  richeil  bifhopricks,  who  never  refided  in  their  diocefes, 
nor  fo  much  as  fet  foot  upon  Englifh  ground,  but  fentfor  all 
their  profits  to  a  foreign  country;  nay,  fo  covetous  was  his 
Holinefs ,  that  before  livings  became  void,  he  fold  them  pro - 
ffionally  among  his  Italians ,  infomuch,  that  neither  the 
King  not  the  Clergy  had  any  thing  to  diipofe  of,  but  every 
thing  was  bargained  for  before-hand  at  Ro?ne.  This  awa¬ 
kened  the  relentments  of  the  legiflature,  who  in  the  25th 
year  of  King  Edward  HI.  pafied  an  aft,  called  the  Statute  of 
Provifors ,  to  eftablilh,  “  r]  hat  the  King,  and  other  Lords, 
flrall  prefent  unto  benefices  of  their  own,  or  their  ancef- 
toi  s  foundation,  and  not  the  Bifhop  of  Rome P  This 

aft  enacted,  I  hat  all  foreflalling  of  benefices  to  foreigners 
fhall  ceafe;  and  that  the  free  eleftions,  prefentments,  and 
collations  of  benefices,  fhall  ftand  in  right  of  the  crown, 
Vo l.  L  B  "  “  or 
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ct  or  of  any  of  his  Majefty’s  fubjefts,  as  they  had  formerly 
enjoyed  them,  notwithftanding  any  proviftons  from  Rome'9 
But  ftill  the  power  of  the  court  of  Rome  ran  very  high, 
for  they  brought  all  the  trials  of  titles  to  advowfons  into 
their  own  courts  beyond  fea ;  and  though  by  the  7th  of 
Richard  II.  the  power  of  nomination  to  benefices,  without  the 
King’s  licence,  was  taken  from  them,  they  ftill  claimed  the 
benefit  of  confirmations,  of  tranflations  of  Biftiops,  and  of 
excommunications;  the  Archbifliops  of  Canterbury  and  York 
might  ftill,  by  virtue  of  bulls  from  Rome ,  alfemble  the  Clergy 
of  their  feveral  provinces,  at  what  time  and  place  they 
thought  fit,  without  leave  obtained  from  the  crown;  and  all 
the  canons  and  conftitutions  concluded  upon  in  thofe  fynods 
were  binding,  without  any  farther  ratification  from  the  King ; 
fo  that  the  power  of  the  Church  was  independent  of  the 
civil  government.  This  being  reprefented  to  the  parliament 
of  the  1 6th  of  Richardll.  they  paffed  the  ftatute  commonly 
called  PRAEMUNIRE,  by  which  it  was  enafted,  «  That  if 
any  did  purchafe  tranflations  to  benefices,  proceffes, 
tc  fentences  of  excommunication,  bulls,  or  any  other  inftru- 
cc  ments  from  the  court  of  Rome ,  againft  the  King  or  his 
<€  crown;  or  whoever  brought  them  into  England ,  or  did 
receive  or  execute  them,  they  were  declared  to  be  out 
of  the  King’s  protection,  and  fliould  forfeit  their  goods 
“  and  chattels  to  the  King,  and  fliould  be  attached  by  their 
<c  bodies,  if  they  may  be  found,  and  brought  before  the 
c‘  King  and  Council,  to  anfwer  to  the  cafes  aforefaid;  or 
that  procefs  fliould  be  made  againft  them,  by  pramunire 
cc  facias ,  in  manner  as  it  is  ordained  in  other  ftatutes  of  pro- 
vifors ;  and  other  which  do  fue  in  any  other  court  in  dero- 
gation  of  the  regality  of  the  King.5’  From  this  time  the 
Archbifliops  called  no  more  .  convocations  by  their  foie 
authority,  but  by  licence  from  the  King;  their  fynods  being 
formed  by  a  writ  or  precept  from  the  crown,  direfted  to  the 
Archbifliops,  to  affemble  their  Clergy,  in  order  to  confult 
upon  fuch  affairs  as  his  Majefty  fliould  lay  before  them. 
But  ftill  their  canons  were  binding,  though  confirmed  by  no 
authority  but  their  own,  till  the  aft  of  fiibmiffion  of  the 
Clergy  took  place. 

f  Fuller’s  Church  Hiftory,  bookiv.  p,  145— 148. 
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About  this  time  flourished  the  famous  John  WickliWe. ,  the 
mormng-ftar  of  the.  Reformation.  He  was  born  t  Wick- 
life,  near  Richmond  in  Torkjhire ,*  about  the  year  1024  and 

niw  Co//^’  where  he  was  Divi- 

mty  Profeflbr,  and  afterwards  parfon  of  Lutterworth ,  in 

^MJhire  He  flourished  in  the  latter  end  of  the  reign  of 

one°h  fmZaAd  HIi  ^  beSinninS  of  Richard  II.  about 

I0/-  thrty  years  before  the  reformation  of 

hifdtad,  tJis  teftimoniaI  of  him  after 

his  death,  That  from  his  youth  to  the  time  of  his  death 

hi,  converfmon  was  fo  praifeworthy,  that  there  was  never 

any  fpot,  or  fufpicion  noifed  of  him;  that  in  his  reading 

and  pieachmg  he  behaved  like  a  flout  and  valiant  cham- 

::  scSl!,vabs ,he  '5 

“  CoIIpo-p  n  f  j°r  fllrc’  and  was  admitted  Commoner  of  Queen’s 
-  h  °  g  V  °rd’  then  newly  founded  by  Robert  Egriesfie  d  S  T  R 

“  thought  fufficient,  <viz  Priefl  and  Dea^’  tw°  °rders  ,0/ Clergy  were 
“  the  time  of  PnJ  7,  j  Jt  „  Deac°»i  and  I  do  alfo  fay,  that  in 

“  cials/and  DeTns’,  werenoVinvtnted^^^  Archdeacons>  0ffi- 

fub- 

he  advanced  fome  S“wMcK?  ft'  fentIm,e.nts’  k  maX  be  added>  that 
to,  the  peculiar  opinions  of  thofe^hohc^Ied^mitifi1^!!  ^ M 

ages  formed  a  large  body  of  Diffenters  viz  «  Thf  ’  “  (kbfetlufnt 

“  as  impertinent 6 wIiiVK;  .  ,  .  ,s>  viz.  That  wife  men  leave  that 

«  are  fools  anrl  *  r  ^  s  not  P^lnty  expreffed  in  fcripture;  that  thofe 

“  which  die  without  bantifm  ^  Tm!  affi;m  fu=h  infants  not  to  be  faved, 

“  nify  grac»  which  ,  ‘ P  •  ’  *¥* baptifm  doth  not  confer,  but  only  fie. 

-  abohLd  i’n  baptiL  a|7al  Hhi  Hf.fT°  de"^,  that  all  fins  afe 
cs  baptilin;  and  that  the  ha  f*r  **  1 lat  c  u^ren  may  be  faved  without 

lib.  iv.  cap.  1, J  Ed.  Lh  HlftorA  B-  w.  p.  150.  Trialogus, 
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“  pion  of  the  faith;  and  that  he  had  written  in  logick, 

“  philofophy,  divinity,  morality,  and  the  fpeculative  arts, 

“  without  an  equal.”  While  he  was  Divinity  Profeflbr  at 
Oxford,  he  publifhed  certain  conclufions  againji  tranfub- 
jiantiation,  and  againji  the  infallibility  of  the  Pope;  that  the 
Church  of  Rome  was  not  the  head  of  all  other  Churches ; 
nor  had  St.  Peter  the  power  of  the  keys,  any  more  than  the 
reft  of  the  Apoftles ;  that  the  New  Teftament,  or  Gofpel,  is  a 
perfect  rule  of  life  and  manners,  and  ought  to  be  read .  by  the 
people .*  He  maintained,  further,  moll  of  thofe  points  by 
which  the  Puritans  were  afterwards  diftinguifhed ;  as, 
that  in  the  facrament  of  orders  there  ought  to  De  but  two 
degrees,  Prefbyters,  or  Bijhops,  and  Deacons',  that  all  human 
traditions  are  Superfluous  and  fmful;  that  we  mull  practife, 
and  teach  only,  the  laws  of  Chrift;  that  myftical  and  lignin- 
cant  ceremonies  in  religious  worlhip  are  unlawful;  and  that 
to  reflrain  men  to  a  preferibed  form  of  prayer  is  contraiy 
to  the  liberty  granted  them  by  God.  1  hefe,  with  fome  other 
of  Wickliffe’i,  doctrines,  again!!  'the  temporal  grandeur  of 
the  prelates  and  their  ufurped  authority,  were  fent  to  Rome, 
and  condemned  by  Pope  Gregory  XI.  in  a  coniiftory  of 
twenty-three  Cardinals,  in  the  year  1378.  But  the  Pope 
dying  foon  after  put  a  flop  to  the  procels.  Urban,  his  iuc- 
ceflbr,  writ  to  young  King  Richard  II.  and  to  the  Arcn- 
bifliop  of  Canterbury,  and  the  Univerfity  of  Oxford ,  to  put  a 
Hop  to  the  progrefs  of  Wickliffifnv,  accordingly,  Wickhfte 
was  cited  before  the  Archbifliop  of  Canterbury,  and  his 
brethren  the  Prelates,  feverakimes,  but  was  always  diimiiied, 
cither  by  the  iiitereft  of  the  citizens  of  London ,  or  the 
powerful  interpofltion  of  fome  great  Lords  at  court,  or 
fome  other  uncommon  providence,  which  terrified  the 
Bifltops  from  paffing  a  peremptory  fentence  agamit  him  01 
a  confiderable  time;  but  at  length  his  new  doftnnes  (as  they 
were  called)  were  condemned  in  a  convocation  or  hilltops. 
Doctors,  and  Batchelors,  held  at  London  by  the  comman 
ment  of  the  Archbifliop  of  Canterbury  1382,  and  he  was 
deprived  of  his  profeiiorlhip,  his  books  and  writings  were 
ordered  to  be  burned,  and  himfelf  to  oe  imprifoned ;  bu. 


\  Fox’s  Marty rol.  Pierce’s  Vindicat.  p.  4,  5- 
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lie  kept  out  of  the  way,  and  in  the  time  of  his  retirement 
writ  a  confeffion  of  his  faith  to  the  Pope,  in  which  he 
declares  himfelf  willing  to  maintain  his  opinions  at  Rome ,  if 
God  had  not  otherwife  vifited  him  with  ficknefs,  and  other 
infirmities:  But  it  was  well  for  this  good  man  that  there 
Were  two  Anti-Popes  at  this  time  at  war  with  each  other, 
one  at  Rome ,  and  the  other  at  Avignon.  In  England  alfo 
there  was  a  minority,  which  was  favourable  to  Wickliffc ,  info- 
much  that  he  ventured  out  of  his  retirement,  and  returned 
to  his  parifh  at  Lutterworth ,  where  he  quietly  departed  this 
life  in  the  year  1384.  This  Wickliffc  was  a  wonderful  man 
for  the  times  in  which  lie  lived,  which  were  overfpread  with 
the  thickeft  darknefs  of  Antichriftian  idolatry;  he  was  the 
firft  that  tranflated  theNew  Teftament  into  Eng  Iff ;  but  the 
art  of  printing  not  being  then  found  out,  it  hardly  efcaped 
the  inquifition  of  the  Prelates,  at  leaft  it  was  very  fcarce 
when  Tyndal  tranflated  it  a  fecond  time  in  1527.  He 
preached  and  publifhed  the  very  fame  doftrines  for  fub- 
ftance  that  afterwards  obtained  at  the  Reformation;  he. wait 
near  twro  hundred  volumes,  all  which  were  called  in,  con¬ 
demned,  and  ordered  to  be  burned,  together  with  his  bones, 
by  the  council  of  Con, dance ,  in  the  year  1425,  forty-one 
years  after  his  death;  but  his  doftrine  remained,  and  the 
number  of  his  difciples  who  were  diftinguiflied  by  the  name 
of  Lollards  increafed  after  his  deceafe,  which  gave  occaiion 
to  the  making  fundry  other  fevere  laws  againft  hereticks. 

The  Clergy  made  their  advantage  of  the  contentions  lie* 
tween  the  houfes  of  York  and  Lane  after-,  both  parties 
courting  their  affiftance,  which  they  did  not  fail  to  make  ufe 
of  for  the  fupport  of  the  Catholick  faith  (as  they  called  it) 
and  the  advancement  of  their  fpiritual  tyranny  over  the  con¬ 
fidences  of  men.  In  the  primitive  times  there  were  no 
capital  proceedings  againft  hereticks,  the  weapons  of  the 
Church  being  only  fpiritual;  but  when  it  was  found  that 
ecclefiaftical  cenfiures  were  not  fiufficient  to  keep  men  in  a 
blind  fubjeftion  to  the  Pope,  a  decree  was  obtained  in  the 
fourth  council  of  Laterally  A .  D.  1215,  ii  Thai  all  here¬ 
ticks  fhould  be  delivered,  over  to  the  civil  magi  fir  ate  to  be 
burned.”  Here  was  the  fpring  of  that  Antichriftian 
tyranny  and  oppreffion  of  the  confciences  of  men,  which 
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has  fince  been  attended  with  a  fea  of  Chriftian  blood:  The 
Papifts  learned  it  from  the  Heathen  Emperors;  and  the 
mofl  zealous  Proteftants  of  all  nations  have  taken  it  up  from 
them.  Confcience  cannot  be  convinced  by  fines  and  impri¬ 
sonments,  or  by  fire  and  faggot;  all  attempts  of  this  kind 
ferve  only  to  make  men  hypocrites,  and  are  defervedly 
branded  with  the  name  of  persecution.  There  was  no  occa- 
fion  for  putting  thefe  fanguinary  laws  in  execution  among  us 
till  the  latter  end  of  the  fourteenth  century;  but  when  the 
Lollards ,  or  followers  of  Wickliffe ,  threatened  the  Papal 
power,  the  Clergy  brought  this  Italian  drug  from  Rome , 
and  planted  it  in  the  Church  of  England. 

In  the  5th  year  of  Richard  II.  it  was  ena&ed,  “  That  all 
u  that  preached  without  licence  againft  the  Catholick  faith, 
“  or  againft  the  laws  of  the  land,  flrould  be  arretted,  and 
<c  kept  in  prifon,  till  they  juftified  themfelves  according  to  the 
4C  law  and  re  of  on  of  Holy  Church.  Their  commitment  was 
€C  to  be  by  writ  from  the  Chancellor,  who  was  to  iflue  forth 
6C  commiftions  to  the  Sheriffs,  and  other  the  King’s  minifters, 
tc  after  the  Bilhops  had  returned  the  names  of  the  delin- 
<c  quents  into  the  court  of  Chancery  .” 

When  Richard  II.  was  depofed,  and  the  crown  ufurpedby 
Henry  IV.  in  order  to  gain  the  good  will  of  the  Clergy,  it 
was  further  enafted,  in  the  fecond  year  of  his  reign,  u  That 
<c  if  any  perfons  were  fufpefted  of  herefy,  the  ordinary  might 
detain  them  in  prifon  till  they  were  canonically  purged,  or 
did  abjure  their  errors;  provided  always,  That  the  pro- 
ceedings  againft  them  were  publickly  and  judicially  ended 
“  within  three  months.  If  they  were  convifted,  the  dio- 
cefan,  or  his  commiffary,  might  imprifon  and  fine  them 
64  at  difcretion.  Thofe  that  refufed  to  abjure  their  errors, 
“  or  after  abjuration  relapfed,  were  to  be  delivered  over 
“  to  the  fecular  power,  and  the  mayors,  fiieriffs,  or  bailiffs, 
cc  were  to  be  prefent,  (if  required)  when  the  bifliop,or  his 
“  commiffary  paffed  fentence,  and  after  fentence  they  were 
cc  to  receive  them,  and  in  fome  high  place  burn  them  to  death 
cc  before  the  people.”  By  this  law  the  King’s  fubjefts  were 
put  from  under  his  protection,  and  left  to  the  mercy  of  the 
bifhops  in  their  fpiritual  courts,  and  might, upon  fufpicion 

of  herefy,  be  imprifoned  and  put  to  death,  without  prefent- 

nient, 
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ment,  or  trial  by  a  jury,  as  is  the  practice  in  all  other 
criminal  cafes. 

In  the  beginning  of  the  reign  of  Henry  V.  who  was  a 
martial  prince,  a  new  law  pafled  againft  the  Lollards  or 
Wickliffites ,*  “  That  they  fhould  forfeit  all  the  lands  they 

had  in  fee-fimple,  and  all  their  goods  and  chattels  to  the 
“  King.  All  ftate  officers,  at  their  entrance  into  office,  were 
<c  fworn  to  ufe  their  beft  endeavours  to  difcover  them;  and 
“  to  affift  the  ordinaries  in  profecuting  and  convi&ing 
“  them.”  I  find  no  mention  in  any  of  thefe  a&s,  of  a 
writ  or  warrant  from  the  King,  de  haretico  comburendo ;  the 
ffieriff  might  proceed  to  the  burning  of  hereticks  without  it; 
but  it  feems  the  King’s  learned  council  advifed  him  to  iffue 
out  a  writ  of  this  kind  to  the  fheriff,  by  which  his  Majefty 
took  them,  in  fome  fort,  under  his  proteftion  again;  but 
it  was  not  as  yet  neceflary  by  law,  nor  are  there  any  of  them 
to  be  found  in  the  rolls,  before  the  reign  of  King  Henry  VIII. 

By  virtue  of  thefe  ftatutes  the  clergy,  according  to  the 
genius  of  the  Popifli  religion,  exercifed  numberlefs  cruelties 
upon  the  people.  If  any  man  denied  them  any  degree  of 
refpeft,  or  any  of  thofe  profits  they  pretended  was  their  due, 
he  was  immediately  fufpefted  of  herefy,  imprifoned,  and  it 
may  be  put  to  death;  of  which  fome  hundreds  of  examples 
are  upon  record,  j- 


*  It  marks  the  profanenefs,  as  well  as  cruelty  of  the  aft,  here  quoted  by 
Mr.  Neal,  that  it  was  not  directed  merely  againft  the  avowed  followers  of 
Wickliffe  as  fuch,  but  againft  the  perufal  of  the  Scriptures  in  Englijh:  For 
it  enaCted,  “  That  whatfoever  they  were  that  flsoidd  read  the  Scriptures 
((  in  the  mother  tongue ,  (which  was  then  called  Wi cl eue’s  Learning)  they 
*(  jhould forfeit  land ,  catel,  lif,  and  godes  from  theyr  hey  res  for  enjer>  and 
iC  fo  be  condempned for  heretykes  to  God ,  enemies  to  the  crowsie ,  and  mojl 
“  errant  traitors  to  the  landed 9  Emlyn’s  Complete  Collection  of  State 
Trials,  p.  48,  as  quoted  in  Dr.  Fleming’s  Palladium,  p.  30,  note. 

So  great  an  alarm  did  the  doCtrine  of  Wickliffe  raife,  and  fo  high  did  the 
fear  of  its  fpread  rife,  that  by  the  ftatute  of  5  Rich.  II.  and  2  Plen.  IV.  c.  1 5, 
it  was  enaCted,  as  part  of  the  fheriff’s  oath,  “  That  he  fhould  feek  to  reprefs 
all  errors  and  herefies,  commonly  called  Lollards .”  And  it  is  a  ftriking 
inftance  of  the  permanent  footing,  which  error  and  abfurdity,  and  even 
iniquity,  gain,  when  once  eftabliftied  by  law,  that  this  claufe  was  preferved 
in  the  oath  long  after  the  Reformation*  even  to  the  ift  of  Charles  I.  when 
Sir  Edward  Coke ,  on  being  appointed  fheriff  of  the  county  of  Buckingham, 
objected  to  it;  and  ever  ftnce  it  has  been  left  out.  The  Compleat  Sheriff, 
p.  17.  Editor. 
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Thus  flood  the  laws  with  refpect  to  religion,  when  King 
Henry  -VIII.  fecond  fon  of  King  Henry  VII.  came  to  the 
crown;  he  was  born  in  the  year  1491,  and  bred  a  fcholar: 
He  underftood  the  purity  of  the  Latin  tongue,  and  was  well 
acquainted  with  fchool  divinity.  No  fort  of  flattery  pleafed 
him  better  than  to  have  his  wifdom  and  learning  commended. 
In  the  beginning  of  his  reign  he  was  a  moft  obedient  fon  of 
the  Papacy,  and  employed  his  talents  in  writing  againft 
Luther  in  defence  of  the  feven  facr aments  of  the  Church. 
This  book  was  magnified  by  the  Clergy  as  the  moft  learned 
performance  of  the  age;  and  upon  presenting  it  to  the  Pope, 
his  Holinefs  conferred  upon  the  King  of  Engla?id  and  his 
fucceftbrs,  the  glorious  title  of  Defender  of  the  Faith: 
It  was  voted  in  full  confiftory,  and  Signed  by  twenty-feven 
cardinals,  in  the  year  1521.* 

At  the  fame  time  Cardinal  Woolfey ,  the  King’s  favourite, 
exercifed  a  Sovereign  power  over  the  whole  clergy  and  peo- 
pie  of  England  in  Spiritual  matters ;  he  was  made  legate  in 
the  year  13x9,  and  accepted  of  a  bull  from  the  Pope,  con¬ 
trary  to  the  Statute  of  Pramunire ,  empowering  him  to  Super¬ 
intend  and  correft  what  he  thought  amifs  in  both  the  pro¬ 
vinces  of  Canterbury  and  Tork\  and  to  appoint  all  officers  in 
the  Spiritual  courts. \  The  King  alfo  granted  him  a  full 
power  of  difpofmg  of  all  ecclefiafticai  benefices  in  the  gift  of 

f  Thus,  in  the  reign  of  Edward  IV.  John  Keyfer  was  committed  to 
gaol,  by  Thomas  archbifhop  of  Canterbury,  on  the  fufpicion  of  herefy, 
'becaufe,  having  been  excommunicated,  he  faid,  That  notwithftanding 
“  die  Archbifhop  or  his  commiflary  had  excommunicated  him,  yet,  before 
iC  God,  he  was  not  excommunicated,  for  his  corn  yielded  as  well  as  his 
neighbours.”  Thus  alfo,  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VII.  Hilary  Warner 
was  arrelled  on  the  charge  of  herefy;  becaufe  he  faid,  “  That  he  was 
“  not  bound  to  pay  tithes  to  the  curate  of  the  parifh  where  he  lived.-  * 
Coke’s  Inflitutes,  3  imT.  p.  42,  quoted  in  a  treatife  on  herefy  as  cogniza¬ 
ble  in  the  {piritual  courts,  p,  22,  23,  Editor, 

*  “  The  extravagant  praifes  which  he  received  for  this  performance,” 
obferves  Dr.  Warner,  “  meeting  with  fo  much  pride  and  conceitednefs  in 
*e  his  nature,  made  him  from  this  time  impatient  of  all  contradiction  on 
«<  religious  fubjeCts,  and  to  fet  up  himfelf  for  tlie  ftandard  of  truth,  by 
*<  which  his  people  were  to  regulate  their  belief.”  Ecclefiaflical  Hiftory, 
vol.  ii.  p.  228.  We  are  furprifed,  in  the  event,  to  fee  this  Prince,  wno  was 
now  “  the  pride  of  Popery  become  its  fcourge.”  Such  are  the  fluctuations 
in  human  characters  and  affairs,  and  fo  unfearchable  are  the  ways  of  Pro¬ 
vidence!  Editor. 

the 
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the  crown;  with  a  vifitatorial  power  over  monafteries,  col- 
leo-es  and  all  his  clergy,  exempt  or  not  exempt.  By  virtue 
of  thefe  vaft  powers  a  new  court  of  jultice  was  ere&ed, 
called  the  Legate’s  Court ,  the  jurifdiftion  whereof  extended 
to  ail  aftions  relating  to  confcience,  and  numberlefs  rapines 
and  extortions  were  committed  by  it  under  colour  oi  reform¬ 
ing  men’s  manners;  all  which  his  Majelty  connived  at  out  of 
zeal  to  the  Church. 

But  at  length  the  King  being  weary  of  his  Queen  Katha¬ 
rine,  after  he  had  lived  with  her  almolt  twenty  years,  or 
being  troubled  in  confcience  becaufe  he  had  married  his  bro¬ 
ther’s  wife,  and  the  legitimacy  of  his  daughter  had  been 
called  in  queition  by  fome  foreign  princes,  he  firft  feparated 
from  her  bed,  and  then  moved  the  Pope  for  a  divorce;  but 
the  court  of  Rome  having  held  his  Majefty  in  fufpence  for 
two  or  three  years  for  fear  of  offending  the  Emperor  the 
Oueen’s  nephew,  the  impatient  King  by  the  advice  of  Dr. 
Cranmer  appealed  to  the  principal  univerfities  of  Europe,  and 
defired  their  opinions  upon  thefe  two  queltions. 

i.  “  Whether  it  was  agreeable  to  the  law  of  God  for 
“  a  man  to  marry  his  brother’s  wife? 

i.  “  Whether  the  Pope  could  difpenfe  with  the  law  of 
“  God?” 

Ail  the  univerfities,  and  moll  of  die  learned  men  of  Europe , 
both  Lutherans  and  Papi/ts,  except  thofe  at  Rome,  declared 
for  the  negative  of  the  two  quehions.  The  King  laid 
their  determinations  before  the  Parliament  and  convocation, 
who  agreed  with  the  foreign  univerfities.  In  the  convoca- 
tion  of  Englijh  clergy,  253  were  for  the  divorce,  and  but 
1 9  again!!;  it.  Sundry  learned  books  were  written  for  and 
againft  the  lawfnlnefs  of  the  marriage;  one  party  being 
encouraged  by  the  King,  and  the  other  by  the  Pope  and 
Emperor.  The  Pope  cited  the  King  to  Rome ,  but  his  Ma- 
jefty  ordered  the  earl  of  Wi  lift  ire  to  proteft  againft  the 
,  citation  as  contrary  to  the  prerogative  of  his  crown;  and 
fent  a  letter  ftgnedby  the  cardinal,  the  archbifhop  or  Canter¬ 
bury ,  4.bi(hops,  2  dukes,  2  marquiffes,  13  earls,  2  vifcouuts, 
23  barons,  22  abbots,  and  11  commoners,  exhorting  his 
Holinefs  to  confirm  the  judgment  of  the  learned  men,  and 
of  the  univerfities  of  Europe ,  by  annulling  his  marriage,  or 
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die  he  fliould  be  obliged  to  take  other  meafures.  The  Pope 
f  hls  anwer,  after  having  acknowledged  his  Maiefty’s 
avours,  told  him  that  the  Queen’s  appeal  and  avocation  of 
the  caufe  to  Rome  muft  be  granted.  ‘  The  King  feeing  him. 
lelf  abufed,  and  that  the  affair  of  his  marriage  which  had 
een  already  determined  by  the  moil  learned  men  in  Europe. 
and  had  been  argued  before  the  legates  Campegio  and  Woolfey 
mud  commence  again,  began  to  fufpeft  Wool  fey’s  fmcerity'; 
upon  which  his  Majefty  fent  for  the  feals  from  him,  and  foon 
after  commanded  his  attorney-general  to  put  in  an  information 
agamlt  him  m  the  King’s  Bench ,  becaufe  that  notwithftanding 
the  ftatute  of  Richard  II.  againft  procuring  bulls  from  Rome 
under  the  pains  of  a  pramunire,  he  had  received  bulls  for 
xus  legantine  power,  which  for  many  years  he  had  executed. 
I  ne  cardinal  pleaded  ignorance  of  the  ftatute,  and  fubmitted 
t0,  the  King  s  mercy ;  upon  which  he  was  declared  to  be  out 
oi  me  King’s  protection,  to  have  forfeited  his  goods  and 
cnattels,  and  that  his  perfon  might  be  feized.  The  haughty 
caidinal,  not  knowing  how  to  bear  his  difgrace,  foon  after 
fell  fick  and  died,  declaring  that  if  he  had  ferved  God  as  welt 

a.p  he  had  done  his  P rince ,  he  would  not  have  given  him  over  in 
his  grey  hairs . 

But  the  King,  not  fatisfied  with  his  refentments  againft  the 
cardinal,  refolved  to  be  revenged  on  the  Pope  himfelf,  and 
accordingly,  Sept.  19th,  a  week  before  the  cardinal's  death, 
he  pubiiftied  a  proclamation  forbidding  all  perfons  to  pur- 
cnafe  any  thing  from  Rome  under  the  fevereft  penalties;  and 
refolved  to  annex  the  ecclefiqfhcal  fupremacy  to  his  own 
crown  for  the  future.  It  was  eafy  to  forefee  that  the  clergy 
wrould  ftartle  at  the  King’s  afluming  to  himfelf  the  Pope’s 
iupremacy;  but  his  Majefty  had  them  at  his  mercy,  for  they 
having  acknowledged  cardinal  Woolf ep s  legantine  power, 
and  fubmitted  to  his  jurifdiftion,  his  Majefty  caufed  an  in¬ 
dictment  to  be  preferred  againft  them  in  Weftminjler-hall , 
and  obtained  judgment  upon  the  ftatute  of  preemunire , 
whereby  the  whole  body  of  the  clergy  were  declared  to  be  out 
of  the  king’s  protection,  and  to  have  forfeited  all  their  goods 
and  chattels. 

In  this  condition  they  wrere  glad  to  fubmit  upon  the  beft 
terms  they  could  get,  but  the  King  would  not  pardon  them 

but 
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but  upon  thefe  two  conditions,  (i.)  That  the  two  provinces 
of  Canterbury  and  York  fhould  pay  into  the  exchequer 
1 18,8401.  a  vaft  fum  of  money  in  thofe  times.  (2.)  That 
they  fliould  yield  his  Majelty  the  title  of  foie  and  fupreme 
head  of  the  Church  of  England ,  next  and  immediately  under 
Chrifh  The  former  they  readily  complied  with,  and  pro- 
mifed  for  the  future  never  to  affemble  in  convocation  but  by 
the  king’s  writ;  nor  to  make  or  execute  any  canons  or 
conftitutions  without  his  Majefty’s  licence:  But  to  acknow¬ 
ledge  a  layman  to  be  fupreme  head  of  an  ecclefiaftical  body, 
was  fuch  an  abfurdity,  in  their  opinion,  and  fo  inconfiftent 
with  their  allegiance  to  the  Pope,  that  they  could  not  yield  to 
it  without  an  additional  claufe,  as  far  as  is  agreeable  to  the 
laws  of  Chrifl .  The  King  accepted  it  with  the  claufe  for 
the  prefent,  but  a  year  or  two  after  obtained  the  confirmation 
of  it  in  parliament  and  convocation  without  the  claufe. 

The  fubftance  of  the  aft  of  fupremacy*  is  as  follows, 
44  Albeit  the  King’s  Majefty  juflly  and  rightfully  is,  and 
44  ought  to  be,  fupreme  head  of  the  church  of  England , 
46  and  is  fo  recognized  by  the  clergy  of  this  realm  in  their 
44  convocations ;  yet  neverthelefs,  for  confirmation  and 
44  corroboration  thereof,  and  for  increafe  of  vertue  in  Chrift’s 
44  religion,  within  this  realm  of  England ,  &c.  Be  it  enafted 
44  by  the  authority  of  this  prefent  parliament,  that  the  King, 
44  our  fovereign  lord,  his  heirs  and  fucceflors,  Kings  of  this 
44  realm,  {hall  be  taken,  accepted,  and  reputed  the  only  fupreme 
44  head  on  earth  of  the  Church  of  England ;  and  mall  have 
44  and  enjoy,  annexed  and  united  to  the  Imperial  crown  of 
44  this  realm,  as  well  the  title  and  ftile  thereof,  as  all  ho- 
44  nours,  dignities,  immunities,  profits  and  commodities,  to 
44  the  faid  dignity  of  fupreme  head  of  the faid  Church  belong- 
44  irig  and  appertaining;  and  that  our  fovereign  lord,  his 
44  heirs  and  fucceflors  Kings  of  this  realm,  {hail  have  full 
44  power  and  authority  to  vifit,  reprefs,  redrefs,  reform, 
44  order,  correct,  reftrain,  and  amend  all  fuch  errors,  here- 
44  fies,  abufes,  contempts,  and  enormities,  whatfoever  they 
44  be,  which  by  any  manner  of  fpiritual  authority  or  juril- 
44  diftion,  ought  or  may  be  lawfully  reformed,  reprefled, 
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ordered,  redrefied,  corre&ed,  reftrained,  or  amended, 
molt  to  the  pleafure  of  Almighty  God,  and  increafe  of 
vertue  in  thrift’s  religion,  and  for  the  confervation  of 
peace,  unity  and  tranquillity  of  this  realm,  any  ufage,  cuf- 

tom,  foreign  law,  foreign  authority,  prefcription,^or  any 

thing  or  things  to  the  contrary  notwithftandingd5 
Here  was  the  rile  of  the  Reformation.  I  he  whole  power 
of  reforming  herefies  and  errors  in  doftrine  and  worfhip  was 
transferred  from  the  Pope  to  the  King,  without  any  regard 
to  the  rights  of  fynods  or  councils  of  the  clergy;  and  with¬ 
out  a  referve  of  liberty  to  fuch  confidences  as  could  not  com¬ 
ply  with  the  publick  ftandard.  This  was  undoubtedly  a 
change  for  the  better,  but  is  far  from  being  confonant  to 
fcripture  or  reafon. 

The  parliament  had  already  forbid  all  appeals  to  the  Court 
of  Rame,  in  caufes  telfamentary,  matrimonial,  and  in  all  dif- 
putes  concerning  divorces,  tithes,  oblations,  &c.  under  penal¬ 
ty  of  a  pramuniref-  and  were  now  voting  away  annates  and 
firfb fruits ;  and  providing,  “  That  in  cafe  the  Pope  denied 
44  his  bulls  for  ele&ing  or  confecrating  bifliops,  it  fliould  be 
4fi  done  without  them  by  the  archbifhop  of  the  province; 
4C  that  an  archbifkop  might  be  confecrated  by  any  two 
4£  bifnops  whom  the  King  ihould  appoint;  and  being  fo  con- 
fecrated  Ihould  enjoy  all  the  rights  of  his  fee,  any  law  or 
££  cuftom  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.”  Ail  wdiich  a&s 
paffed  both  houfes  without  any  conliderable  oppoiition.— 

I  bus,  while  the  Pope  Hood  trifling  about  a  conteffed  mar¬ 
riage,  the  King  and  parliament  took  awray  all  his  profits, 
revenues,  and  authority,  in  the  Church  of  England . 

His  Majeffy  having  now  waited  fix  years  for  a  determina¬ 
tion  of  his  marriage  from  the  court  of  Rome ,  and  being  now 
himfelf  head  of  the  Church  of  England ,  commanded  Dr. 
Cranmer ,  lately  confecrated  archbifhop" of  Canterbury ,  to 
call  a  court  of  canonifts  and  divines,  and  proceed  to  judg¬ 
ment.  Accordingly  his  Grace  iiimmoned  Queen  Katharine 
to  appear  at  Dunjlable ,  near  the  place  where  fhe  refided, 
in  perfon  or  by  proxy  on  the  20th  of  May,  1 533,  but  her 
Majefty  refufed  to  appear,  adhering  to  her  appeal  to  the 
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court  of  Rome;  upon  which  the  archbiiliop,  by  advice  of 
the  court,  declared  her  contumax ,  and  on  the  23d  ol  the 
feme  month  pronounced  the  King’s  marriage  wnh  her  ^11 
and  void,  as  being  contrary  to  the  laws  of  God  boon  after 
which  his  Maiefty  married  Anne  Bullen ,  and  procured  an  ad 
of  parliament,  for  fettling  the  crown  upon  the  heirs  of  her 
body,  which  all  his  fubjects  were  obliged  to  fwear  to. 

There  was  a  remarkable  appearance  oi  Divine  lrovidence 
in  this  affair;  for  the  French  King  had  prevailed  with  the  King 

of  England,  to  refer  his  caufe  once  more  to  the  court  of 

Rome,  upon  affurances  given,  that  the  1  ope  fliould  decide 
it  in  his  Majefly’s  favour  within  a  limited  time;  the  1  ope 
confented,  and  fixed  a  time  for  the  return  of  the  king  s 
anfvver,  but  the  courier  not  arriving  upon  the  very  day,  the 
Imperial ifts,  who  dreaded  an  alliance  between  the  I  ope  and 
the  Kino-  of  England,  perfuaded  his  Holinefs  to  give  fentence 
aoainft  him,  and  accordingly  March  23d,  the  marriage  was 
declared  pood,  and  the  King  was  required  to  take  Ins  wile 
a„ain  otherwife  the  confutes  of  the  Church  were  to  be  de¬ 
nounced  againft  him.*  Two  days  after  this  tne  courier 
arrived  from  England  with  the  King’s  fubnuffion  under  his 
hand  in  due  form,  but  it  was  then  too  late,  it  being  haidly 
decent  for  the  infallible  chair  to  revoke  its  decrees  in  fo  iliort 
a  time.  Such  was  the  crifis  of  the  Reformation!  ^  . 

The  Pope  having  decided  againft  the  King,  his  MajtfH 
determined  to  take  away  all  his  profits  and  authority  over 
the  Church  of  England  at  once;  accordingly  a  bill  was 
brought  into  the  parliament  then  fitting,  and  parted  without 
any  proteftation,  by  which  it  is  enah  ed,  c’  l  hat  ail  pay - 
ments  made  to  the  apoftolick  chambei ,  and  all  piovnions, 
bulls*  or  difpenfations,  fliould  from  thenceforth  ceafe; 
and  that  all  difpenfations  or  licences,  for  things  not  con¬ 
trary  to  the  law  of  God,  fliould  be  gi anted  within  ^tL«- 
kingdom.,  under  the  feals  of  the  two  archbifliops  in  tneit 
feveral  provinces.  1  he  Pope  was  to  have  no  fuithcr 
concern  in  the  nomination  or  confirmation  ot  bi Shops, 
which  were  appointed  to  be  chofen  by  conge  de  clue  from 
the  crown,  as  at  prefent.  Peter  fence ,  and  all  fnocuia- 
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Jwto  from  /tow,  Were  abolifhed.  Moreover,  all  religious 
hopfes  exempt  or  not  exempt,  were  to  be  fubject  to  the 
archbifliops  vifitation,  except  forne  monafteries  and  ab- 

,  b,’Cn W  llch  were  to  be  fubjeft  to  the  King.”*  Mod:  of 
the  bilhops  voted  agamft  this  bill,  but  all  but  one  fet  their 

jhofcS times  V  a/COrdinS  t0  the  cuftom  of 

,  f  fs‘  1  bus  tbe  Church  of  England  became  indepen¬ 
dent  of  the  Pope,  and  all  foreign  jurifdtftion.  P 

Complaints  being  daily  made  of  the  fevere  proceedings  of 
the  ecclefiaftical  courts  agamft  hereticks,  the  parliament 

ooktnts  matter  mto  confideration,  and  repealed  Ae  aft  of 

nf  R*j,0i?nry  l7v  above-mentioned,  but  left  the  flatutes 
o.  Richard  II.  and  Henry  V.  in  full  force,  with  this  quali- 
fi.-anon,  that  hereticks  Ihould  be  proceeded  againft  upon 
prefentments  by  two  witneffes  at  lead;  that  thef  fhould  be 
brought  to  anfwer  in  open  court;  and  if  they  were  found 
guilt},  and  would  not  abjure,  or  were  relapfed,  they  fhould 
be  adjudged  to  death,  the  King’s  writ  deharetico  comburendo 
being  fird;  obtained.-)-  By  this  aft  the  ecclefiadical  courts 
were  limited;  hereticks  being  now  to  be  tried  according  to 
the  forms  oi  law,  as  m  other  cafes. 


*6 


.  Towards  the  la«er  end  of  this  feffion  the  clergy,  afTembled 
m  convocation,  fent  up  their  fubmiffion  to  the  Kina  to  be 

p.i.ied  m  parliament,  which  was  done  accordingly*  The 
contents  were  “  That  the  clergy  acknowledged  all  convo- 
tc  catl°ns  ought  to  be  alTembled  by  the  King’s  writ;  and 
’  Pr°miled,  in  verbo facer dotii ,  that  they  would  never  make 
tc  nor  execute  any  new  canons  or  conftitutions  without  the 
toyal  auent;  and  fince  many  canons  had  been  received 
tbat  were  found  prejudicial  to  the  King’s  prerogative 
“  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  land,  and  heavy  "to  the  fub- 
jefls,  that  therefore  there  fhould  be  a  committee  of  ^2 
perfons,  16  of  the  two  houfesof  parliament,  and  as  many 

tbe  c!erS7>  t0  be  named  by  the  King,  who  Ihould  have 
“  full  power  to  revue  the  old  canons,  and  to  abrogate, 
“  confirm,  or  alter  them  as  they  found  expedient,  the  King’s 
“  alTent  being  obtained.” 


*  2 ;  Henry  VIII.  cap.  20,21, 


f  Ibid;  cap.  3  4., 
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This  fubmiflion  was  confirmed  by  parliament;  and  by  the 
fame  aft  all  appeals  to  Rome  were  again  condemned.  If  any 
parties  found  themfelves  aggrieved  in  the  archbifhop's  courts,, 
an  appeal  might  be  made  to  the  King  in  the  court  of  Chancery, 
and  the  lord  chancellor  was  to  grant  a  commiffion  under 
the  great  feal  for  a  hearing  before  delegates,  whofe  deter¬ 
mination  fhould  be  final.  All  exempted  abbots  were  alfo  to 
appeal  to  the  King;  and  the  aft  concluded  with  a  provifo, 
That  till  fuch  correction  of  the  canons  was  made ,  all  thcfe 
which  were  then  received  floould  remain  in  force ,  except  fuch 
as  were  contrary  to  the  laws  and  cuftoms  of  the  realm ,  or 
were  to  the  damage  or  hurt  of  the  Kin f  s  prerogative.  Upon 
the  provifo  of  this  aft  all  the  proceedings  of  the  commons 
and  other  Spiritual  courts  are  founded;  for  the  canons  not 
being  correfted  to  this  day,  the  old  ones  are  in  force  with 
the  exceptions  above-mentioned;  and  this  provifo  is  proba¬ 
bly  the  reafon  why  the  canons  were  not  correfted  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  reigns,  for  now  it  lies  in  the  bread:  of  the  judges  to 
declare  what  canons  are  contrary  to  the  laws,  or  rights  of 
the  crown,  which  is  more  for  the  King’s  prerogative,  than 
to  make  a  collection  of  ecclefiaftical  laws  which  Ikould  be 
fixed  and  immoveable. 

Before  the  parliament  broke  up  they  gave  the  annates  or 
firft-fruits  of  benefices,  and  the  yearly  revenue  of  the  tenth 
part  of  all  livings  which  had  been  taken  from  the  Pope  laft 
year,  to  the  King.  This  difpleafed  the  clergy,  who  were  in 
hopes  of  being  freed  from  that  burthen;  but  they  were  mis¬ 
taken,  for  by  the  3  2d  of  Henry  VIII.  cap.  45,  a  court  of 
record  is  ordered  to  be  erefted,  called  the  "court  of  the 
firft-fruits  and  tenths,  for  the  levying  and  government  of 
the  faid  firft-fruits  for  ever. 

The  feffion  being  ended,  commiffioners  wTere  fent  over  the 
kingdom,  to  adminifter  the  oath  of  fucceffion  to  all  his  Ma- 
jefty’s  fubjefts,  according  to  a  late  aft  of  parliament,  by 
which  it  appears  that,  befides  renewing  their  allegiance  to 
the  King,  and  acknowledging  him  to  be  the  head  of  the 
church,  they  declared  upon  oath  the  lawfulnefs  of  his  mar¬ 
riage  with  Queen  Anne,  and  that  they  woidd  be  true  to  the 
iffue  begotten  in  it.  That  the  Bifhop  of  Rome  had  no  ?iwre 
power  than  any  ether  bifhop  in  his  own  diocefe ;  that  they  would 
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fubmit  to  all  the  King's  laws ,  notwithjlandhtg  the  Pope's 
cenfures ;  that  in  their  prayers  they  would  pray  firft  for  the 
King  as  fupreme  head  of  the  church  of  England  ;  then  for  the 
Queen  [Anne,]  then  for  the  archbijhop  of  Canterbury ,  and  the 
ether  ranks  of  the  clergy .  Only  Fifher  bifliop  of  Rochefter , 
and  Sir  Thomas  More  lord  chancellor,  refufed  to  take  the 
cath,  for  which  they  afterwards  loft  their  lives. 

The  reparation  of  the  Church  of  England  from  Rome  con¬ 
tributed  fomething  towards  the  reformation  of  its  doftrines, 
though  the  body  of  the  inferior  clergy  were  as  ftiff  for  their 
old  opinions  as  ever,  being  countenanced  and  fupported  by 
the  Duke  of  Norfolk ,  by  the  lord  chancellor  More ,  by 
Gardiner  bifhop  of  Winchefier,  and  Fijher  of  Rochefter ;  but 
fome  of  the  nobility  and  bilhops  were  for  a  further  reforma¬ 
tion:  Among  thefe  were  the  new  Queen,  Lord  Cromwell 
afterwards  Earl  of  Eg] ex,  Dr.  Cranmer  archbifhop  of  Canter - 
bury,  Shaxton  bifliop  of  Salijbury ,  and  Latimer  of  Worcejler • 
As  thefe  were  more  or  Ids  in  favour  with  the  King,  the 
reformation  of  religion  went  forwards  or  backwards 
throughout  the  whole  courfe  of  his  reign. 

The  progrefs  of  the  reformation  in  Germany ,  by  the 
preaching  of  Luther ,  Melanclon ,  and  others,  with  the  num¬ 
ber  of  books  that  were  publilhed  in  thofe  parts,  fome  of 
which  were  tranflated  into  Englifh ,  revived  learning,  and 
raifed  people’s  curiofities  to  look  into  the  ftate  of  religion 
here  at  home.  One  of  the  firft  books  that  was  publifhed, 
was  the  tranflation  of  the  New  Teftament  by  Tyndal,  printed 
at  /bitwerp  1527.  The  next  was  the  Supplication  of  the 
Beggars,  by  Simon  Frith  of  Gray'  s-Inn ,  1 529*  ^  was  ^vei¬ 

led  againft  the  begging  friars ,  and  complains  that  the  com¬ 
mon  poor  were  ready  to  ftarve,  becaufe  the  alms  of  the 
people  were  intercepted  by  great  companies  of  lufty  idle  friars 
who  were  able  to  work,  and  were  a  burden  to  the  common¬ 
wealth.  More  and  Fijher  anfwered  the  book,  endeavour¬ 
ing  to  move  the  people’s  paflions,  by  reprefenting  the  fup- 
plications  of  the  fouls  in  purgatory  which  were  relieved  by 
the  mafifes  of  thefe  friars.  But  the  ftrength  of  their  argu¬ 
ments  lay  in  the  fword  of  the  magiftrate,  which  was  now  in 
their  hands;  for  while  thefe  gentlemen  were  in  power  the 
clergy  made  fad  havock  among  thofe  people  w  ho  were  feek- 
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ing  after  Chridian  knowledge:  Some  were  cited  into  the 
bifhops’  courts  for  teaching  their  children  the  Lord’s  Prayer 
in  Englijh ;  fome  for  reading  forbidden  books;  fome  for 
fpeaking  againd  the  vices  of  the  clergy;  fome  for  not 
coming  to  confeffion  and  the  facrament;  and  fome  for  not 
obferving  the  church  fads;  mod  of  whom,  through  fear  of 
death,  did  penance  and  were  difmiffed;  but  feveral  of  the 
clergy  refilling  to  abjure,  or  after  abjuration  falling  into  a 
relapfe,  differed  death.  Among  thefe  were  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Hitt  on  i  curate  of  Maidjlone,  burnt  in  Smitbjield  1530;  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Bilney ,  burnt  at  Norwich  1531.  Mr.  Byfield ,  a 
monk  of  St.  Edmondjbury ,  fames  Bainham ,  knt.  of  the 
Temple ,  beiides  two  men  and  a  woman  at  Tork.  In  the 
year  1533,  Mr.  John  Frith  f  an  excellent  fcholar  of  the 
univerfity  of  Cambridge ,  was  burnt  in  Smithfcld ,  with  one 
Hewet  a  poor  apprentice,  for  denying  the  corporal  prefence 
of  Chrid  in  the  facrament;  but  upon  the  rupture  between 
the  King  and  the  Pope,  and  the  repeal  of  the  aft  of  King 
Henry  IV.  againd  hereticks,  the  wings  of  the  clergy  were 
clipped,  and  a  dop  put  to  their  cruelties  for  a  time. 

None  were  more  averfe  to  the  reformation  than  the  Monks 


and  Friars:  Thefe  fpoke  openly  againd  the  King’s  proceed* 
ings,  exciting  the  people  to  rebellion,  and  endeavouring  to 
embroil  his  affairs  with  foreign  princes;  the  King  therefore 
refolved  to  humble  them,  and  for  this  purpofe  appointed  a 
general  vifitation  of  the  monaderies,  the  management  of 
which  was  committed  to  the  Lord  Cromwel ,  with  the  title 
of  vifitor-general ,  who  appointed  other  commiflioners  under 
him,  and  gave  them  injunctions  and  articles  of  enquiry. — 
Upon  this  feveral  Abbots  and  Priors,  to  prevent  a  fcrutiny 
into  their  conduft,  voluntarily  furrendered  their  houfes  into 
the  King’s  hands;  others,  upon  examination,  appeared  guilty 
of  the  greated  frauds  and  impofitions  on  the  fimplicity  of  the 
people:  Many  of  their  pretended  relicks  were  expofed  and 
dedroyed,  as  the  Virgin  Mary's  Milk ,  fhewed  in  eight 


Mr.  Frith  wrote  a  tradt,  publifhed  with  his  other  works,  London, 
1 5 73 >  entitled  <f  A  Declaration  of  Bapti fin.” 

Sir  James  Bainham  feems,  from  his  examination  before  the  Bifhop  of 
London,  Dec.  13,  1531,  to  have  been  an  oppofer  of  infant  baptifm. 

Crofby’sHift.  of  the  Englifh  Baptifts,  vol.  1.  p.  31. 
h  G  places; 
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places;  the  Coals  that  roafted  St.  Lawrence ;  an  Angel  with 
one  wing  that  brought  over  the  head  of  the  fpear  that  pierced 
our  Saviour’s  fide;  the  rood  of  Grace ,  which  was  fo  contrived, 
that  the  eyes  and  lips  might  move  upon  occafion;  with  many 
others.  The  images  of  a  great  many  pretended  faints  were 
taken  down  and  burnt,  and  all  the  rich  offerings  made  at 
their  fhrines  were  feized  for  the  crown,  which  brought  an 
immenfe  treafure  into  the  Exchequer. 

Upon  the  report  of  the  vifitors  the  parliament  confented 
to  the  fupprefiing  of  the  leffer  monafteries  under  200I.  a  year 
value,  and  gave  them  to  the  King  to  the  number  of  376. 
Their  rents  amounted  to  about  32,0001.  per  annum;  their 
plate,  jewels,  and  furniture,  to  about  ioo,oool.*  The 
churches  and  cloifters  were  for  the  mod  part  pulled  down, 
and  the  lead  and  bells,  and  other  materials,  fold.  A  new 
court,  called  the  Court  of  Augmentations  of  the  King's  Reve¬ 
nue  f  was  erefted,  to  receive  the  rents,  and  to  clifpofe  of  the 
lands,  **  and  bring  the  profits  into  the  Exchequer.  Every 
religious  perfon  that  was  turned  out  of  his  cell  had  45s. 
given  him  in  money,  of  which  number  there  were  about 
10,000;  and  every  governor  had  a  penfion.  But  to  eafe 
the  government  of  this  charge,  the  Monks  and  Friars  were 
put  into  benefices  as  fa  ft  as  they  became  vacant;  by  which 
means  it  came  to  pafs  that  the  body  of  the  inferior  clergy 
were  difguifed  papifts,  and  enemies  to  the  reformation. 

The  leffer  religious  houfes  being  diffolved,  the  reft  fol¬ 
lowed  in  a  few  years:  for  in  the  years  1537  and  1539  the 
greater  abbies  and  monafteries  were  broken  up,  or  furren- 
dered  to  the  crown,  to  prevent  an  enquiry  into  their  lives  and 
manners.  This  raifed  a  great  clamour  among  the  people, 
the  Monks  and  Friars  going  up  and  down  the  country  like 
beggars,  clamouring  at  the  injuftice  of  the  fuppreffiom 
The  King  to  quiet  them  gave  back  1 5  abbies  and  1 6  nunne¬ 
ries  for  perpetual  alms;  but  feveral  of  the  Abbots  being 
convifted  of  plots  and  confpiracies  againft  his  government, 
his  Majefty  refumed  his  grants  after  two  years;  and  obtained 
an  act  of  parliament,  whereby  he  was  empowered  to  ereft 
fundry  new  cathedral  churches  and  bifhopricks,  and  to 
endow  them  out  of  the  profits  of  the  religious  houfes. 
The  King  intended  (fays  Biftiop  Burnet)  to  convert  i8,oool. 

*  Burnet’s  Hid.  Ref.  L  223.  f  27  Hen.  VIII.  cap,  27,  28.  &  year 
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a  year  into  a  revenue  for  1 8  bifhopricks  and  cathedrals ;  but  of 
them  he  only  created  fix,  viz.  the  bifhopricks  of  Wejlmin- 
Jier ,  Chejier ,  Peterborough ,  Oxford,  Gloucefter  and  Briftol. 
This  was  the  chief  of  what  his  JVIajefty  did  for  religion; 
which  was  but  a  fmall  return  of  the  immenfe  fums  that  fell 
into  his  hands;  for  the  clear  rents  of  all  the  fupprefled  houfes 
were  caft  up  at  one  hundred  thirty-one  thoufand,  fix  hundred 
and f even  pounds ,  fix  fillings  and  four-pence  per  annum,  as 
they  were  then  rated;  but  were  at  lealt  ten  times  as  much  in 
•value.  Moll  of  the  abbey  lands  were  given  away  among 
the  courtiers,  or  fold  at  eafy  rates  to  the  gentry,  to  engage 
them  by  interefl  againfl  the  refumption  of  them  to  the 
church.  In  the  year  1 545,  the  parliament  gave  the  king 
the  chauntries,  colleges,  free  chapels,  hofpitals,  fraternities 
and  guilds,  with  their  manors  and  eflates.  Seventy  manors 
and  parks  were  alienated  from  the  archbifhoprick  of  Tork, 
and  twelve  from  Canterbury,  and  confirmed  to  the  crown. 
How  eafily  might  this  King,  with  his  immenfe  revenues, 
have  put  an  end  to  the  being  of  parliaments! 

The  tranflation  of  the  New  Teflament  by  By  tidal,  already 
mentioned,  had  a  wonderful  fpread  among  the  people; 
though  the  bifhops  condemned  it,  and  proceeded  with  the 
utmofl  feverity  againfl  thofe  that  read  it.  They  complained 
of  it  to  the  King;  upon  which  his  Majefly  called  it  in  by 
proclamation  in  the  month  of  June  1530,  and  promifed  that 
a  more  correct  tranflation  fhould  be  publifhed:  But  it  was 
impoflible  to  flop  the  curiofity  of  the  people  fo  long;  for 
though  the  bifhops  bought  up,  and  burnt  all  they  could  meet 
With,  the  Bef  ament  was  reprinted  abroad,  and  fent  over  to 
mei  cnants  at  London ,  who  difperfed  the  copies  privately 
among  their  acquaintance  and  friends. 

,  At  length  it  was  moved  in  convocation,  that  the  whole 
Bible  fhould  be  tranflated  into  Englif,  and  fet  up  in  churches; 
but  mofl  of  the  old  clergy  were  againfl  it.  They  faid  this 
would  lay  the  foundation  of  innumerable  herefies,  as  it  had 
done  in  Germany,  and  that  the  people  were  not  proper 
judges  of  the  fenfe  of  Scripture:  To  which  it  was  replied, 
that  the  Scriptures  were  written  atfirfl  in  the  vulgar  tongue; 
that  our  Saviour  commanded  his  hearers  to  fearch  the  Scrip- 
lures;  and  that  it  was  neceflary  people  iiiould  do  fo  now, 
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that  they  might  be  fatisfied  that  the  alterations  the  King  had 
made  in  religion  were  not  contrary  to  the  word  of  God. — 
l  hefe  arguments  prevailed  with  the  majority  to  confent  that 
a  petition  fhould  be  prefented  to  the  King,  that  his  Majefly 
•  would  pleafe  to  give  order  about  it. 

But  the  old  bilhops  were  too  much  difmclined  to  move  in 
it.  The  reformers  therefore  were  forced  to  have  recourfe 
to  Mr.  Tyndad s  Bible,  which  had  been  printed  at  Hamburgh 
1532,  and  reprinted  three  or  four  years  after  by  Grafton 
and  Whitchurch .  The  tranflators  were  Ty  tidal ,  affifled  by 
Miles  C 'over dale ,  and  Mr.  John  Rogers  the  protomartyr: 
The  Apocrypha  was  done  by  Rogers ,  and  fome  marginal 
notes  were  inferted  to  the  whole,  which  gave  offence,  and 
occafioned  that  Bible  to  be  prohibited.  But  archbifliop 
Cranmer ,  having  now  reviewed  and  corrected  it,  left  out  the 
prologue  and  notes,  and  added  a  preface  of  his  own;  and 
becaufe  Tyndal  was  now  put  to  death  for  an  heretick,  his 
name  was  laid  afide,  and  it  was  called  Thomas  Matthew's 
Bible,  and  by  fome  Cranmer* s  Bible;  though  it  was  no  more 
than  Tyndal' s  tranflation  corrected.*  This  Bible  was  allowed 
by  authority,  and  eagerly  read  by  all  forts  of  people. 

The  fall  of  Queen  Anne  Bidden  mother  of  Queen  Eliza- 
beth ,  was  a  great  prejudice  to  the  reformation.  She  was  a 
virtuous  and  pious  lady,  but  airy  and  indifcreet  in  her  beha¬ 
viour:  The  Popifh  party  hated  her  for  her  religion,  and 
having  awakened  the  King’s  jealoufy,  put  him  upon  a  nice 
obfervance  of  her  carriage,  by  which  file  quickly  fell  under 
his  Majefly ’s  difpleafure,  who  ordered  her  to  be  fent  to  the 
Tower  May  1.  O11  the  15th  of  the  fame  month  flue  was 

tried  by  her  peers  for  incontinence , for  a  precontract  of  mar¬ 
riage,  and  for  con fpiring  the  King's  death ;  and  though  there 
was  little  or  no  evidence,  the  lords  found  her  guilty  for  fear 
of  offending  the  King;  and  four  days  after  fire  was  beheaded 
within  the  Tower,  protefling  her  innocence  to  the  lait.- — 
Soon  after  her  execution  the  King  called  a  parliament,  to  fet 
afide  the  fucceffion  of  the  lady  Elizabeth  her  daughter,  which 
was  done,  and  the  King  was  empowered  to  nominate  his 
fucceffor  by  his  laft  will  and  teflament;  fo  tl)at  both  his  Ma- 
jefly’s  daughters  were  now  declared  illegitimate:  But  the 

*  Strype’s  Life  of  Cranmer,  p.  59,  82. 


King 


CHAP.  I. 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


2  1 


King  having  power  to  fettle  the  fucceffion  as  lie  pleafed,  in 
cafe  of  failure  of  male  heirs,  they  were  (till  in  hopes,  and 
quietly  fubmitted  to  their  father’s  pleafure. 

Complaint  being  fent  to  court  of  the  diverfity  of  doftrines 
delivered  in  pulpits,  the  King  lent  a  circular  letter  to  all  the 
bifhops,  July  12th,  [1536]  forbidding  all  preaching  till 
Michaelmas;  by  which  time  certain  articles  of  religion,  mojt 
Catholic £,  fhould  be  fet  forth.  The  King  himfelf  framed 
the  articles  and  fent  them  into  convocation,  where  they  were 
agreed  to  by  both  lioufes.  An  abftraft  of  them  will  fhew 
the  hate  of  the  reformation  at  this  time. 

1.  “  All  preachers  were  to  mftruft  the  people  to  believe 
“  the  whole  bible,  and  the  three  creeds,  viz.  the  Apoftles, 
“  the  Nicene ,  and  Athanafian ,  and  to  interpret  all  things 
6C  according  to  them. 
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2.  “  That  baptifm  was  a  facrament  inftituted  by  Chrift; 
that  it  was  necelfary  to  falvation ;  that  infants  were  to  be 
baptifed  for  the  pardon  of  original  fin;  and  that  the 
opinions  of  the  Anabaptifts  and  Pelagians  were  deteftable 
herdies:  [And  that  thofe  of  ripe  age,  who  defired  baptifm, 
muff  join  with  it  repentance  and  contrition  for  their  fins, 
with  a  firm  belief  of  the  articles  of  the  faith.] 

3.  “  That  penance,  that  is,  contrition,  confeflion,  and 
amendment  of  life,  writh  works  of  charity,  was  neceffary 
to  falvation;  to  which  mult  be  added  faith  in  the  mercy 
of  God,  that  he  will  juftify  and  pardon  us,  not  for  the 
worthinefs  of  any  merit  or  work  clone  by  us,  but  for  the 
only  merits  of  the  blood  and  paffion  of  Jefus  Chrift; 
neverthelefs,  that  confeflion  to  a  prieft  was  neceffary  if  it 
might  be  had;  and  that  the  abfolution  of  a  prieft  was  the 
fame  as  if  it  were  fpoken  by  God  himfelf,  according  to 
our  Saviour’s  words.  That  auricular  confeflion  was  of 
ufe  for  the  comfort  of  men’s  confciences.  And  though 
we  are  juftified  only  by  the  fatisfaftion  of  Chrift,  yet  the 
people  were  to  be  inftrufted  in  the  ne'ceffity  of  good  works. 

4.  u  that  in  the  facrament  of  the  altar ,  under  .the  form 
of  bread  and  wine,  there  was,  truly  and  fubftantially,  the 
fame  body  of  Chrift  that  was  born  of  the  Virgin. 

5.  “  That  juftification  fignified  the  remiffion  of  fins,  and 
a  perfect  renovation  of  nature  in  Chrift. 


6.  “  Com 
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6*  cc  Concerning  images— that  the  ufe  of  them  was  war- 
^  ranted  in  Scripture;  that  they  ferved  to  ftir  up  devotion; 
cc  and  that  it  was  meet  they  fnould  hand  in  churches:  but 
Ci:  the  people  were  to  be  taught,  that  in  kneeling  or  wor- 
{hipping  before  them  they  were  not  to  do  it  to  the  image 
but  to  God. 

7.  Concerning  honouring  of  faint  they  were  to  be 
inftrufted  not  to  expect  thofe  favours  from  them  which 

€C  are  to  be  obtained  only  from  God,  but  they  were  to 
honour  them,  to  praife  God  for  them,  and  to  imitate 
their  virtues. 

8.  66  — —  For  praying  to  faints— -That  it  was  good  to 
pray  to  them  to  pray  for  us  and  with  us. 

9.  “  Of  ceremonies .  The  people  were  to  be  taught  that 
they  were  good  and  lav/ful,  having  myflical  figmfications 
in  them;  hich  were  the  vedments  in  the  worfhip  of  God, 
fp  rink  ling  holy  water  to  put  us  in  mind  of  our  baptifm  and 
the  blood  of  Chrifb;  giving  holy  bread ,  in  fign  of  our 
union  to  Chrifl;  bearing  candles  on  Candlemas -day ,  in 

5C  remembrance  of  Chrifl  the  fpi ritual  light;  giving  afhes  on 
Ajh-wednefday ,  to  put  us  in  mind  of  penance  and  our 
mortality ;  bearing  palms  onPalm-Sunday ,  to  (hew  our  defire 
to  receive  Chrift  into  our  hearts  as  he  entered  into  Jeru- 
<c  falem ;  creeping  to  the  crofs  on  Goodfriday ,  and  biffing  it ,  in 
“  memory  of  his  death;  with  the  fetting  up  of  the  fepul- 
cc  chre  on  that  day,  the  hallowing  the  font ,  and  other  exor- 
“  cifms  and  benediftions. 

Laftly ,  66  As  to  purgatory ,  they  were  to  declare  it  good 
and  charitable  to  pray  for  fouls  departed;  but  fince  the 
C£  place  they  wrere  in,  and  the  pains  they  fuffered,  wrere  uncer- 
cc  tain  by  fcripture,  they  ought  to  remit  them  to  God’s 
“  mercy.  Therefore  all  abufes  of  this  doftrine  were  to  be 
£C  put  away,  and  the  people  difengaged  from  believing  that 
“  the  Pope’s  pardons  or  maffes  faid  in  certain  places,  or  be- 
C£  fore  certain  images,  could  deliver  fouls  out  of  purgatory.” 

Thefe  articles  wrerefignedby  the  archbifhop  of  Canterbury , 
17  bifhops,  40  abbots  and  priors,  and  50  archdeacons  and 
proftors  of  the  lower  houfe  of  convocation:  They  wrere 
publifhed  by  the  King’s  authority,  with  a  preface  in  his 
name  requiring  all  his  fubjefts  to  accept  them,  which  would 
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encourage  him  to  take  farther  pains  for  the  honour  of  God 
and  the  welfare  of  his  people.  One  fees  here  the  dawn  of 
the  reformation;  the  fcriptures  and  the  ancient  creeds  are 
made  the  flandards  of  faith  without  the  tradition  of  the 
Church  or  decrees  of  the  Pope;  the  doftrine  of  juftification 
by  faith  is  well  flated;  four  of  the  feven  facraments  are 
palfed  over,  and  purgatory  is  left  doubtful.  But  tranfub- 
ilantiation,  auricular  confeffion,  the  worfhipping  of  images 
and  faints,  (till  remained. 

The  Court  of  Rome  were  not  idle  fpeftators  of  thefe  pro¬ 
ceedings;  they  threatened  the  King,  and  fpirited  up  the 
clergy  to  rebellion;  and  when  all  hopes  of  accommodation 
were  at  an  end,  the  Pope  pronounced  fentence  of  excommu¬ 
nication  againft  the  whole  kingdom,  depriving  his  Majefty 
of  his  crown  and  dignity,  forbidding  his  fubjefts  to  obey 
him,  and  all  foreign  princes  to  correspond  with  him;  all  his 
leagues  with  them  were  dilfolved,  and  his  own  clergy  were 
commanded  to  depart  the  kingdom,  and  his  nobility  to  rife 
in  arms  againft  him.  The  King  laying  hold  of  this  opportu¬ 
nity  called  a  parliament,  and  obtained  an  aft,  requiring  all 
his  fubjefts,  under  the  pains  of  treafon,  to  fwear  that  the 
King  was  fupreme  head  of  the  Church  of  England ;  and  to 
ftrike  terror  into  the  Popifh  party,  three  priors  and  a  monk 
of  the  Carthufian  order,  and  three  monks  of  the  Charter - 
Houfe ,  were  executed  as  traitors,  for  refujing  the  oath ,  and 
for  faying,  that  the  King  was  not  fupreme  head  under  Chrift 
of  the  Church  of  England ;  but  the  two  greateft  faerifices 
were  John  Fifher ,  bifhop  of  Rochefter,  and  Sir  Thomas  More , 
late  lord  chancellor  of  England ,  who  were  both  beheaded 
laft  year  within  a  fortnight  of  each  other.  This  quieted 
the  people  for  a  time,  but  foon  after  there  was  an  infur- 
reftion  in  Lincolnfhire  of  20,000  men,  headed  by  a  church¬ 
man  and  direfted  by  a  monk;  but  upon  a  proclamation  of 
pardon  they  difperfed  themfelves:  The  fame  year  there  was 
another  more  formidable  in  the  north,  but  after  fome  time 
the  rebels  were  defeated  by  the  Duke  of  Norfolk ,  and  the 
heads  of  them  executed,  among  whom  were  divers  abbots 
and  priefts.  Thefe  commotions  incenfed  the  King  againft 
the  religious  houfes,  as  nurferies  of  fedition,  and  made  him 
refolve  to  fupprefs  them  all. 
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y  In  the  mean  time  his  Majefty  went  on  boldly  againft  the 
*  hutch  01  Rome,  and  published  certain  mjunftions  by  his 

own  authority,  to  regulate  the  behaviour  of  the  clergy. _ 

Hus  was  the  firft  aft  of  pure  fupremacy  done  by  the  King; 
for  in  all  that  went  before  he  had  the  concurrence  of  the 
convocation.  The  injunftions  were  to  this  purpofe, 

1 .  I  hat  tne  clergy  fhould  twice  every  quarter  publifh 

to  the  people,  that  the  bilhop  of  Rome's  ufurped  power 

“  had  no  foundation  in  fcripture,  but  that  the  King’s 

fupremacy  was  according  to  the  laws  of  God. 

2,  3.  66  They  were  to  publifh  the  late  articles  of  faith  fet 
“  forth  by  the  King;  and  likewife  the  King’s  proclamation 
44  for  the  abrogation  of  certain  holidays  in  harveft-time. 

4.  44  They  were  to  diffuade  the  people  from  making  pik 
<c  grimages  to  faints,  and  to  exhort  them  to  flay  at  home 
cc  and  mind  their  families,  and  keep  God’s  commandments. 

5*  “  They  were  to  exhort  them  to  teach  their  children 
64  the  Lord’s  prayer,  the  creed,  and  ten  commandments,  in 
44  Englijh .* 

6.  44  They  were  to  take  care  that  the  Sacraments  were 
44  reverently  adminiftered  in  their  parifhes. 

7.  44  That  the  clergy  do  not  frequent  taverns  and  ale- 
44  houfes,  nor  fit  long  at  games,  but  give  themfelves  to  the 
44  ftudy  of  the  fcriptures  and  a  good  life. 

8.  44  Every  beneflced  perfon  of  20I.  a  year,  that  did  not 
44  refide,  was  to  pay  the  40th  part  of  his  benefice  to  the  poor. 

9.  44  Every  incumbent  of  100I.  a  year  to  maintain  one 
44  fcholar  at  the  univerfity;  and  fo  many  hundreds  a  year 
44  fo  many  fcholars. 

j 

10.  44  The 'fifth  part  of  the  profits  of  livings  to  be  given 
44  to  the  repair  of  the  vicarage-houfe  if  it  be  in  decay.” 

Thus  the  very  fame  opinions,  for  which  the  followers  of 
Wickliffe  and  Luther  had  been  burnt  a  few  years  before. 
Were  enjoined  by  the  King’s  authority. 

This  year  a  very  remarkable  book  was  printed  by  Bat¬ 
chelor  ,  the  King’s  printer,  cum  privilegio ,  called  the  Injlitution 
of  a  Chriftian  Man .  It  was  called  the  Biihops’  Book,  be- 

*  “  And  every  incumbent  was  to  explain  thefe,  one  article  a  day,  until 

the  people  were  inftrufted  in  them.”  Maddox’s  Vindic.  p.  299.  Ed. 
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caufe  it  was  compofed  by  fundry  bifliops,  as  Cranmer  arch- 
bifliop  of  Canterbury ,  Stokcjly  of  London ,  Gardiner  of 
Winchejier ,  Sampfon  of  Cbichefter ,  Repps  of  Norwich ,  Good- 
rick  of  Ely?  Latimer  of  Worcejler ,  Shaxton  of  Salijbury , 
fox  of  Hereford ,  Barlow  of  St.  David' s,  and  fomc  other 
divines.  It  is  divided  into  feveral  chapters,  and  contains  an 
explanation  cf  the  Lord's  Prayer ,  the  Creed ,  the  f 'even 
Sacraments ,  the  ten  Commandments ,  the  Ave  Maria ,  fujlifi- 
cation ,  and  Purgatory .  “  The  book  maintains  the  local 

“  defcent  of  Chrift  into  Hell,  and  that  all  articles  of  faith 
€C  are  to  be  interpreted  according  to  fcripture  and  the  four 
“  firft  general  councils.  It  defends  the  feven  facraments, 
cc  and  under  the  facrament  of  the  altar  affirms  that  the  body 
cc  of  Chrift  that  fuffered  on  the  crofs  is  fubjlantially  prefent 
under  the  form  of  bread  and  wine.  It  maintains  but  two 
“  orders  of  the  clergy,  and  avers  that  no  one  biffiop  has 
“  authority  over  another  according  to  the  word  of  God. 
“  The  invocation  of  faints  is  reftrained  to  interceffion,  for 
as  much  as  they  have  it  not  in  their  own  power  to  beftow 
“  any  bleffings  upon  us.  It  maintains,  that  no  church 
ffiould  be  confecrated  to  any  being  but  God.  It  gives 
<c  liberty  to  work  on  faints  days,  efpecially  in  harveft-time. 
“  It  maintains  the  doftrine  of  paffive  obedience.  In  the 
“  article  of  juflification  it  fays,  we  are  juflified  only  by  the 
merits  and  fatisfaftion  of  Chrift,  and  that  no  good  works 
“  on  our  part  can  procure  the  divine  favour,  or  prevail  for 
u  our  juflification. 

This  book  was  recommended  and  fubfcribed  by  the  two 
archbiffiops,  nineteen  bifliops,  and  by  the  lower  Houfe  of 
Convocation,  among  whom  were  Gardiner ,  Bonner ,  and 
ethers,  who  put  their  brethren  to  death  for  thefe  doftrines 
in  the  reign  of  Queen  Mary,  but  the  reafon  of  their  prefent 
compliance  might  be,  becaufe  all  their  hopes  from  the  fuc- 
ceffion  of  the  princefs  Mary  were  now  defeated,  Queen 
fane  being  brought  to  bed  of  a  foil  October  12th  1738, 
who  was  baptized  Edward ,  and  fucceeded  his  father. 

The  tranflation  of  the  Bible  already  mentioned,  was  this 
year  printed  and  publifhed.  Cromwel  procured  the  Kings* 
warrant  for  all  his  Majefty’s  fubjefts  to  read  it  without  con- 
troul )  and  by  his  injunctions  commanded  one  to  be  fet  up 
*  Strype’s  Mem.  of  Cranmer,  p.  51.  publickly 
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ShfSd  kal1  W  MUraheSf  'mfn£land>  that  the  people 
nr£  ,  ,  IU  ^ls  Maje%  farther  enjoined  the  clergy,  to 

P  each  the  neceffity  of  faith  and  repentance,  and  afainft 
truting  m  pilgrimages  and  other  men’s  works;  to  order 

ow„T5eS,„atdf,f  *»  U  *****  »  -ken 

JiH-  ™  ’  !  r,°  tel1  *e  Peop^,  that  praying  to  them  was  no 

M  Thtr?:  But  M[  tranfubflamiation,  the  feven  facra- 

cular  confekw!mUI110n  ,°ne  !“nd  0nl?’  Pur^tory,  auri- 
at  confefl  on,  praying  for  the  dead,  the  celibacy  of  the 

dei  gy,  fprinkling  of  holy  water,  invocation  of  faints,  fome 

‘  ages  m  churches,  with  mofl  of  the  fuperffitious  rites  and 

ceremonies  of  the  popifh  church,  were  retained. 

Huehis  Majefty  made  a  ftand;  for  after  this  the  Refor- 
mation  fluctuated,  and  upon  the  whole  went  rather  backwards 
aa  fonvaids;  which  was  owing  to  feveral  caufes,  as, 

tn^.™haPPy  death  of  the  Queen  in  childbed 
wno  had  pofTeffion  of  the  King’s  heart, Vnd  was  a  promoted 

?  p  Ref™>on.  (2.)  To  the  King’s  difagrcemtnt  with 
r  ,/  Ranees  of  Germany ,  who  would  not  put  him 

rh  u6  ACad  of,the!r  !^ague?  becaufe  he  would  not  abandon 
the  doftrme  of  tranfubftantiation,  and  permit  the  communion 

m  both  kinds.  (3.)  To  the  King’s  difpleafure  againff  the 
archbifliop,  and  the  other  bifhops  of  the  new  learning  be- 
caule  he  could  not  prevail  with  them  to  give  confent  in  par- 
lamenr,  that  tae  King  fhould  appropriate  all  the  fupprefied 
monafteries  to  his  own  ufe.  (4.)  To  his  Majefly’s  unhappy 
marriage  with  the  Lady  Anne  of  Cleves,  a  proteftant;  which 
was  promoted  by  the  reformers,  and  proved  the  ruin  of  the 
Lord  Cromwel,  who  was  at  that  time  the  bulwark  of  the 
Reformation.  (5.)  To  the  artifice  and  abjeft  fubmiffion  of 
Gardiner,  Benner,  and  other  popifh  bifhops,  who  by  flattering 
tne  King,  s  imperious  temper,  and  complying  with  his  dic- 
PQUudiced  him  againff  the  reformed.  And,  (la/ily) 
i  o  his  MajeflyT  growing  infirmities,  which  made  him  fo 
peevmi  and  politive,  that  it  was  dangerous  to  advife  to  any 

tmng  that  was  not  known  to  be  agreeable  to  his  foverei°n 
will  and  pleafure.  0 

,lhe  King  began  to  difeover  his  zeal  againff  the  Sacra- 
rnenlaries ,  [and  Anabaptijis *]  (as  thofe  were  called  who 
denied  the  corporal  prefence  of  Chrift  in  the  eucharift)  by 
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prohibiting  the  importing  of  all  foreign  books,  or  printing 
any  portions  of  fcripture  till  they  had  been  examined  by 
himfelf  and  council,  or  by  the  bifhop  of  the  diocefe;  by 
puniihing  all  that  denied  the  old  rites,  and  by  forbidding  all 
to  argue  againft  the  real  prefence  of  Chrift  in  the  facrament 
on  pain  of  death.  For  breaking  this  laft  order  he  condemned 
to  the  flames  this  very  year  that  faithful  witnefs  to  the  truth, 
John  Lambert ,  who  had  been  minifter  of  the  Englijh  con¬ 
gregation  at  Antwerp ,  and  afterwards  taught  fchool  in  Lon¬ 
don-,  but  hearing  Dr.  Taylor  preach  concerning  the  real 
prefence,  he  offered  him  a  paper  of  reafons  againft  it:  Taylor 
carried  the  paper  to  Cranmer ,  who  was  then  a  Lutheran , 
and  endeavoured  to  make  him  retract ;  but  Lambert  unhap¬ 
pily  appealed  to  the  King,  who  after  a  kind  of  mock  trial  in 
Wejlminjler-Hall,  in  prefence  of  the  hilltops,  nobility,  and 
judges,  paffed  fentence  of  death  upon  him,  condemning  him 
to  be  burnt  as  an  incorrigible  heretick.  Cranmer  wag  ap¬ 
pointed  to  difpute  againft  him,  and  Cromwel  to  read  the 
fentence.  He  was  foon  after  executed  in  Smithjield  in  a  mod 
barbarous  manner;  his  laft  words  in  the  flames  were.  None 
bat  Chrift ,  None  but  Chrift! 

The  parliament  that  met  next  fpring  differved  the  reforma¬ 
tion,  and  brought  religion  back  to  the  ftandard  in  which  it 
continued  to  the  King’s  death,  by  the  aft  [31  Hen.  VIII. 
cap.  14.]  commonly  known  by  the  name  of  the  bloody  Jiatute^ 
or  xht  ft  at  ate  of  the  fix  articles ;  it  was  intituled  an  ad  for 
abolifhing  diverfity  of  opinions  in  certain  articles  concerning 
Chriftian  religion.  The  fix  articles  were  thefetj 

1  *  “  That  in  the  facrament  of  the  altar,  after  the  confe- 
u  cration,  there  remains  no  fubftance  of  bread  and  wine, 

*  In  the  Articles  of  Religion  fet  forth  in  15  36,  the  feft  of  Anabaptifts  is 
mentioned  and  condemned.  Fourteen  Hollanders,  accufed  of  holding  their 
opinions  were  put  to  death  in  1535,  and  ten  faved  themfelvesby  recanta¬ 
tion.  In  1428  there  were  in  the  diocefe  of  Norwich  120,  who  held  that 
infants  were  fufficiently  baptifed,  if  their  parents  were  baptifed  before  them; 
that  Chriftian  people  be  fufficiently  baptifed  in  the  blood  of  Chrift,  and  need 
no  water;  and  that  the  facrament  of  baptifm  ufed  in  the  Church  by  water  is 
but  a  light  matter,  and  of  finall  effeft.  Three  of  thefe  perfons  were  burnt 
alive.  Long  before  this  it  was  a  charge  laid  againft  the  Lollards,  that  they 
held  thefe  opinions,  and  would  not  baptife  their  new-born  children.  See 
Fox,  as  quoted  by  Crofby,  vol.  i.  p.  24,  40,  41. 

X  Cranmer  alone  had  the  courage  to  oppofe  the  paffing  thefe  articles.  W. 

but 
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A  tbebe  *onns  the  natural  body  and  blood  of 

thrift  is  prefent.  '  or 

2.  That  communion  in  both  kinds  is  not  neceffary  to 
ialvation  to  all  perfons  by  the  law  of  God,  but  that  both 

“  Hndsda  bl°°d  °*  CIiri^are  together  in  each  of  the 

3.  “  That  priefts  may  not  marry  by  the  law  of  God. 

“  f  uvof  GodV°WS  °f  Chail!ty  °Ught  t0  be  obferved  by  the 

rhat  private  maffes  ought  to  be  continued,  which  as 

it  is  agreeable  to  God  s  law,  lo  men  receive  great  benefit 
by  them.  0 

6.  “  That  auricular  confeffion  is  expedient  and  neceffary, 
and  ought  to  be  retained  in  the  Church.” 

It  was  further  enacted,  that  if  any  did  fpeak,  preach,  or 
write,  again!  1;  the  firjl  ankle ,  they  fhould  be  judged  here- 
ticks,  and  be  burnt  without  any  abjuration,  and  forfeit  their 
real  and  perfonal  eflate  to  the  King.  Thofe  who  preached  or 
obi  Innately  difputed  agamft  the  other  articles  were  to  fuffer 
death  as  felons  without  benefit  of  clergy;  and  thofe  who 
eitucf  in  word  or  writing  declared  again!!  them  were  to  be 
prifoners  during  the  King’s  pleafure,  and  to  forfeit  their 
goods  and  chattels  for  the  firft  offence,  and  for  the  fecond 
to  fuffei  death.  AH  eccleiiaflical  incumbents  were  to  read 
this  act  in  their  churches  once  a  quarter. 

o  As  foon  as  the  fix  articles  took  place,  Shaxton  bifhop  of 
Salifbury ,  and  Latimer  of  Worcejler ,  refigned  their  bifhop- 
ncks,  and  being  prefented  for  fpeaking  againft  the  aft  they 
were  impriloned,  Latimer  continued  a  prifoner  to  the  King’s 
death,  but  Shaxton  being  threatened  with  the  fire  turned 
apoilate,  and  proved  a  cruel  perfecutor  of  the  protefiants 
in  Queen  Mary  s  reign.  Commiflions  were  iffued  out  to  the 
archbifhops,  bifhops,  and  their  commiffaries,  to  hold  a  fefiions  * 
quaiterly,  or  ortner,  and  to  proceed  upon  prefentments  by 
a  jury  according  to  law;  which  they  did  moft  feverely, 
iniomuch  that  in  a  very  little  time  500  perfons  were  put  in 
pi  lion  and  mvoived  111  the  guilt  of  the  flatute;  but  Crannier 
and  .  Cromwel  obtained  their  pardon,  which  mortified  the 
Pop i ill  clergy  to  fuch  a  degree  that  they  proceeded  no  far¬ 
ther  till  Cromwel  fell. 

Another 
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Another  very  remarkable  aft  of  parliament  paffed  this 
feffion,  was  concerning  obedience  to  the  King's  proclama¬ 
tions.  '  It  enacts  that  the  King,  with  advice  of  his  council, 
may  fet  forth  proclamations  with  pains  and  penalties,  which 
{hall  be  obeyed  as  fully  as  an  act  of  parliament,  provided 
they  be  not  contrary  to  the  law's  and  culloms  in  being,  and 
do  not  extend  fo  far  as  that  the  fubjeft  lhould  luffer  in 
eft  ate,  liberty,  or  perfon.  An  act  of  attainder  was  alfo  paffed 
againft  fixteen  perfons,  fome  for  denying  the  fupremacy,  and 
others  without  any  particular  crime  mentioned;  none  of  them 
were  brought  to  a  trial,  nor  is  there  any  mention  in  the 
records  of  any  witneffes  examined.-)-  I  here  never  had  been 
an  example  of  fuch  arbitrary  proceedings  before  in  England ; 
yet  this  precedent  was  followed  by  feveral  others  in  the  courfe 
"of  this  reign.  By  another  ftatute  it  was  enafted,  that  the 
counfellors  of  the  King’s  fucceffor,  if  he  were  under  age, 
might  fet  forth  proclamations  in  his  name,  which  were  to 
be  obeyed  in  the  fame  manner  with  thofe  fet  forth  by  the 
King  hjmfelf.  I  mention  this,  becaule  upon  this  act  was 
founded  the  validity  of  all  the  changes  of  religion  in  the 
minority  of  Edward  V I.* 

Next  year  f  1 540  J)  happened  the  fall  of  Lord  Cromwel ,  one 
of  the  great  pillars  of  the  reformation.  He  had  been  lately 
conftituted  the  King’s  vicegerent  in  ecclefiaftical  affairs,  and 
made  a  fpeech  in  parliament  April  1 2th,  under  that  cha- 
rafter.  On  the  14th  of  April  the  King  created  him  Earl  of 
Effex,  and  knight  of  the  garter;  but  •within  two  months 
he  was  arreffed  at  the  council  table  for  high  treafon,  and 
fent  to  the  Tower,  and  on  the  28th  of  July  was  beheaded  by 
virtue  of  a  bill  of  attainder,  w'ithout  being  brought  to  a 
trial,  or  once  allowed  to  fpeak  for  himfelf.  He  wras  accufed 
of  executing'  certain  orders  and  directions,  for  which  he 
had  very  probably  the  King’s  warrant,  and  therefore  was 

f  Barnet’s  Hill;.  Ref.  vol.  i.  p.  263. 

*  In  this  year  16  men  and  1  3  women  were  banifhed  for  oppofmg  infant 
baptifm :  They  went  to  Delft  in  Holland,  and  were  there  prosecuted  and 
put  to  death,  as  Anabaptifts;  the  men  being  beheaded,  and  the  women 
drowned.  Among  other  injunctions  iilued  out  in  1 5  39,  was  one  againft 
thofe  who  embraced  the  opinions,  or  polfefted  books  containing  the  opinions 
of  Saciamentarians  and  Anabaptifts.  Crofby,  b.  i.  p.  42.  Edit. 

not 
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nor  admitted  to  make  anfwer.  But  the  true  caufe  of  his  fall* 
was  ti.e  fhare  he  had  in  the  King’s  marriage  v/ith  the  Lady 

fnne  °{ Clerves’  whom  his  Majefty  took  an  averfion  to  as 
loon  as  he  faw  her,  and  was  therefore  determined  to  fliew  his 
resentments  againft  the  promoters  of  it;  but  his  Majefty  foon 

after  lamented  the  lofs  of  his  honeft  and  faithful  fervant 
wnen  it  was  too  late. 

Two  days  after  the  death  of  Cromwel  there  was  a  very 
ov.d  execution  of  Proteflants  and  Papifts  at  the  fame  time 
ant  place.  I  he  Proteflants  were  Dr.  Barnes ,  Mr.  Gerrard, 
and  Mr.  Jerome ,  all  clergymen  and  Lutherans;  they  were 
leni  to  the  1  ower  for  offenfive  fermons  preached  at  the  Spittle 
m  tne  L after  week,  and  were  attainted  of  herefy  by  the  par- 
hament  without  being  brought  to  a  hearing.  Four  paDifts 
{viz.)  Gregory  Buttolph ,  Adam  Damp/in,  Edmund  Brind- 
mlme,  and  Clement  Philpot ,  were  by  the  fame  aft  attainted 
for  denying  the  King’s  fupremacy,  and  adhering  to  the  bilhop 

*  Dr.  Maddox  remarks  on  this  ftatement  of  the  caufe  of  Cromwel’s  fall 
l-'r  ;r-  ls  exprefly  contradiaed  by  Bilhop  Barnet,  who,  fpeaking  of  the 
Kmg  s  creating  him  Earl  ofEflex,  upon  his  marriage  with  Anne  of  Cleves, 
artds,  this  mews  that  the  true  caufes  of  Cromwel’s  fall  muff  be  founded  in 
‘  lome  ot°er  thlrnZ  fha?  his  making  up  the  King’s  marriage,  who  had 

"e!fyhU5,railed  hls  £ltIe  ile  had  intended  fo  foon  to  pull  him  down.” 
Jn.iit.Ker.  vol.  i.  p.  275. 

In  reply  to  tnis,  Mr.  Neal  fays,  “  Let  the  reader  judge:  his  (i/e.  Bilhop 
JJurnet  s)  words  are  thele  ;  ‘  an  unfortunate  marriage,  to  which  he  advifed 

*  friP  Kino-  - ?  .  °  .  _ 


,  ---  P*  I72*  -E  ills  Lorddiip  nas  contraaictea  tnis  m  any 

other  place,  (which  I  apprehend  he  has  not)  he  muil  anfwer  for  it  himfelf.” 

i  t  may  be  obferved,  that  thefe  two  pafTages  Hand  in  a  very  voluminous 
work,  at  a  great  didance  from  one  another,  fo  that  the  apparent  inconfid- 
ency  might  efcape  the  Biftiop’s  notice ;  while  his  remark  in  the  find  can  have 
ittle  lOice,  when  applied  to  the  conduct  of  a  prince  fo  capricious  and  fluc¬ 
tuating  m  his  attachments  as  was  Henry  VIII.  and  who  foon  grew  difguded 
niui  Ins  Queen.  ^  It  is  with  no  propriety  that  Mr.  Neal’s  accuracy  and 
fidelity  aie,  in  this  inlrance,  impeached :  it  judifies  his  reprefentation,  that 
neaily  the  fame  is  given  by  Fuller  in  his  Church  Hiiiory,  b.  v.  p.  2  3i„—«! 

**  lY/TafY’lx  tmkorp  mn  L L  _ ‘ _ r  r  1  t  /->  1  '1 


«  Anne  of  Cleves.”  '  " - - ^marriage 

1  heyaufe  of  CromweFs  difgrace  is  more  fully  and  judicioudv  invediga- 
ted  by  Dr.  Warner,  in  his  Ecclehaflical  Hiftory,  vol.  ii.  p,  197,  8.  Ed.° 
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of  Rome.  The  Proteftants  were  burnt,  and  the  Papifts 
hanged:  The  former  cleared  themfelves  of  herefy  by  re- 
hearfing  the  articles  of  their  faith  at  the  Hake,  and  died 
with  great  devotion  and  piety;  and  the  latter,  though  grieved 
to  be  drawn  in  the  fame  hurdle  with  them  they  accounted 
hereticks,  declared  their  hearty  forgivenefs  of  all  their 
enemies. 

About  this  time  [1543]  was  publifhed  a  very  remarkable 
treatife,  called  a  neceffary  Erudition  for  a  Chriftian  Man .  It 
was  drawn  up  by  a  committee  of  bifhops  and  divines,  and 
was  afterwards  read  and  approved  by  the  lords  fpiritual  and 
temporal,  and  the  lower  houfe  of  parliament.  A  great 
part  of  it  was  correfted  by  the  King’s  own  hand,  and  the 
whole  was  publifhed  by  his  order,  with  a  preface  in  the 
name  of  King  Henry  VIII.  dedicated  to  all  his  faithful  fub- 
jefts.  It  was  called  the  King's  Book ,  and  was  defigned  for  a 
ftandard  of  Chriftian  belief,  j-  The  reader  therefore  will 
judge  by  the  abftraft  below,  of  the  fentiments  of  our  firft 
reformers  in  fundry  points  of  do&rineand  difcipline:*  which 

then 


f  Burnet’s  Hift.  Ref.  vol.  i.  p.  286. 

*  It  begins  with  a  defcription  of  Faith,  “  of  which  (fays  the  book)  there 
<c  are  two  acceptations.  (1.)  It  is  fometimes  taken  for  a  belief  cr  perfun- 
“  fe°n  wrought  by  God  in  men's  hearts ,  whereby  they  ajfent  and  take  for 
“  true  all  the  words  and  fayings  of  God  revealed  in  Scripture.  This  faith, 
“  if  it  proceeds  no  further,  is  but  a  dead  faith.  (2.)  Faith  is 'fometimes 
“  confidered  in  conjun&ion  with  hope  and  charity,  and  fo  it  fignifies  a  fare 
fc  confidence  and  hope  to  obtain  whatfoever  God  has  promifed  for  CbrijVs 
fake>  and  is  accompanied  with  a  hearty  love  to  God,  and  obedience  to  his 
“  commands.^  This  is  a  lively  and  effe&ual  faith,  and  is  the  perfect  faith 
“  a  Chriftian.  It  is  by  this  faith  that  we  are  juftified,  as  it  is  joined  with 
“  hope  and  charity,  and  includes  an  obedience  to  the  whole  dodh-ine  and 
religion  of  Chrift.  But  whether  there  be  any  fpecial  particular  know- 
“  ledge,  whereby  men  may  be  certain  and  aftured  that  they  are  among  the 
“  pradefiinate ,  which  hall  to  the  end  perfevere  in  their  calling,  Ve  can- 
“  not  find  eitner  in  the  fcriptures  or  doctors;  the  promifes  of  God  being 
(<  conditional,  fo  that  though  his  promife  ftands,  we  may  fail  of  the  blefting 
“  for  want  of  fulfilling  our  obligation. 

Alter  the  chapter  of  faith  follows  an  excellent  paraphrafe  on  the  1 2  articles 
of  the  creed,  the  Lord’s  prayer,  the  Ave  Maria,  or  the  falutation  of  the 
angel  to  tne  blefted  virgin,  and  the  ten  commandments ;  and  here  the  fe- 
cond  commandment  is  ftiortened,  the  words  for  I  the  Lord  thy  God,  See. 
being  left  out,  and  only  thofe  that  go  before  fet  down.  Images  are  faid  to 
be  profitable  to  ftir  up  the  mind  to  emulation,  though  we  may  not  give  them 
godly  honour ;  nevertheless  cenfing  and  kneeling  before  diem  is  allowed. 

Invocation 
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tiicn  conftituted  the  eftablifhed  doctrine  of  the  Church  of 
England:  For  by  the  ftatute  of  33d  of  Hen.  VIII.  cap.  26, 


It  IS 


Invocation  of  faints  as  interceffors  is  declared  lawful ;  and  the  fourth  com¬ 
mandment  only  ceremonial  and  obliging  the  Jews. 

fh<_ii  follows  an  article  of  free-will,  which  is  defcribed,  <(  A  certain 
‘  PQcwer  °f  tfoe  wll  joined  with  reafon ,  whereby  a  reaf enable  creature, 
cwztJjoutL  conftraint  in  things  of  reafon,  difcerneth  and  nuilleth  rood  and 
evd;  but  it  willeth  not  that  that  is  acceptable  to  God  unlefs  it  "be  holperi 
wit  grace,  but  that  which  is  ill  it  willeth  of  it f elf .  Our  wills  were 
Pfyett  i^,  the  date  of  innocence,  but  are  much  impaired  by  the  fall  of 
yjaam ;  the  nigh  powers  of  reafon  and  freedom  of  will  being  wounded 
an  corrupted,  and  all  men  thereby  brought  into  fuch  blindnefs  and  infir- 
mit)  that  they  cannot  avoid  fin  except  they  are  made  free  by  fpeciaf  grace, 
**  that  is,  bv  the  fupernatural  working  of  the  Holy  Ghod.  The  light  of 
reafon  is  unable  to  conceive  the  things  that  appertain  to  eternal  life, 
though  there  remains  a  fufficient  freedom  of  will  in  things  pertaining  to 
the  prelent  life.  Without  me  (fays  the  fcripture) you  can  do  nothing-, 
t riCit foie  when  men  feel,  that  notwithdanding  their  diligence  they  are 
not  able  to  do  that  which  they  defire,  they  ought  with  a  dcdfad  faith  and 
devotion  to  alk  of  him,  who  gave  the  beginning,  that  he  would  vouchfafe 
to  perform  it.  But  preachers  are  to  take  care  fo  to  moderate  themfelves, 
“  that  they  neither  fo  preach  the  grace  of  God  as  to  take  away  free-will, 

and  make  God  the  author  of  fin;  nor  fo  extol  free-will  as  to  injure  the 
“  Grace  of  God.” 

In  the  article  of  Justif  i  cation  it  aflerts,  “  That  all  the  poderity  of  Adam 
are  born  in  original  fin,  and,  are  hereby  guilty  of  everlafling  death  and 
damnation,  but  that  Godfent  his  own  fon,  being  naturally  God,  to  take 
our  nature  and  redeem  us;  which  he  could  not  have  done  but  by  virtue 
of  tne  union  of  his  two  natures”  .It  then  fpeaks  of  a  two-fold  j  unification  : 

|  ^n;  is  upon  our  believing,  and  is  obtained  by  repentance,  and  a 

V  lively  faith  in  the  pafiion  and  merits  of  our  bleffed  Saviour,  and  joining 
therewith  a  full  purpofe  to  amend  our  lives  for  the  future.  The  fecond, 
or  final  judification  at  death,  or  the  lad  judgment,  implies  further,  the 
exercife  of  all  Chrilhian  graces,  and  a  following  the  motions  of  the  fpirit 
“  of  God  in  doing  good  works,  which  will  be  confidered  and  recompenfed 
in  the  day  of  judgment.  When  the  fcripture  fpeaks  of  judification  by 
“  faith,  without  mentioning  any  other  grace,  it  mud  not  be  underdood  of’ 
“  a  naked  faith,  but  of  a  lively,  operative  faith,  as  before  defcribed,  and 
“  refers  to  our  firft  judification;  thus  we  are  judified  by  free  grace:  And 
<i  whatever  fhare  good  works  may  have  in  our  final  judification,  they  can- 
not  derogate  from  the  grace  of  G  od,  becaufe  all  our  good  works  come 
of  the  free  mercy  and  grace  of  God,  and  are  done  by  his  abidance;  fo 
“  that  all  boafting  is  excluded. 

This  leads  to  the  article  of  Good  Works,  “  which  are  faid  to  be  abfo- 
“  lutely  necefary  to  falvation;  but  they  are  not  outward  corporal  works, 
“  but  inward  fpiritual  works ;  as  the  love  and  fear  of  God,  patience, 
“  humility,  &c.  Nor  are  they  fuperditious  works  of  men’s  invention; 
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it  is  enafted,  “  That  all  decrees  and  ordinances  which  {hall 
“  be  made  and  ordained  by  the  archbifhops,  bifhops,  and 
46  doftors,  and  {hall  be  publilhed  with  the  King’s  advice  and 

confirmation. 


“  nor  only  moral  works  done  by  the  power  of  reafon,  and  the  natural  will 
“  of  man,  without  faith  in  Chrift;  which,  though  they  are  good  in  kind, 
“  do  not  merit  everlading  life;  but  fuch  outward  and  inward  good  works 
“  as  are  done  by  faith  in  Chrift,  out  of  love  to  God,  and  in  obedience  to  his 
“  commands;  and  which  cannot  be  performed  by  man’s  power  without 
divine  abidance.  Now  thefe  are  of  two  forts,  ( i.)  Such  as  are  done  by 
“  perfons  already  judified;  and  thefe,  though  imperfeft,  are  accepted  for 
Chrid’s  fake,  and  are  meritorious  towards  the  attaining  everlading  life. 
“  (2.)  Other  works  are  of  an  inferior  fort,  as  fading,  alms  deeds,  and  other 
“  fruits  of  penance,  which  are  of  no  avail  without  faith.  But  after  all,  • 
“  j uftifjcation  and  remifiion  of  fins  is  the  free  gift  of  the  grace  of  God; 
“  and  it  does  not  derogate  from  that  grace  to  afcribe  the  dignity  to  good 
“  works  abovementioned,  becaufe  all  our  good  works  come  of  the  grace 

The  chapter  of  Prayer  for  Souls  departed,  leaves  the  matter  in  fuf- 
pence;  “  It  is  good  and  charitable  to  doit;  but  becaufe  it  is  not  known 
v  hat  condition  departed  fouls  arc  in,  we  ought  only  to  recommend 
them  to  the  mercy  of  God. 

In  the  ^chapter  of  the  Sacraments;  <l  All  the  {even  facraments  are 

maintained,  and  in  particular  the  corporal  prefence  of  Chrid  in  the 
“  Eucharid. 

.  ^ie  focrament  oFOrders  the  book  maintains  no  real  diftinffion  between 
bifhops  and  priefts;  it  fays,  that  “  St.  Paul  confecrated  and  ordered  bifhops 
<c  bv.impodtion  of  hands ;  but  that  there  is  no  certain  rule  prefcribed  in 
fcripture  for  the  nomination,  eledlion,  or  prefentation  of  them;  this  is 
“  left  to  the,  pofitive  laws  of  every  country.  That  the  office  of  the  faid 
uaimders  is  to  preacn  the  word,  to  minider  the  facraments,  to  bind  and 
loofe,  to  excommunicate  thofe  that  will  not  be  reformed,  and  to  pray  for 
4  uni\ erfal  church;  but  that  they  may  not  execute  their  office  without 
(t  lc^?ce  fr°m  t^le  civil  magi drate.  The  facraments  do  not  receive  efficacy 
“  or  ltrength  from  the  minidration  of  the  pried  or  bifhop,  but  from  God'; 
t  e  ffiid  minifters  being  only  officers,  to  adminider  with  their  hands  thole 
corporal  things  by  which  God  gives  grace,  agreeable  to  St.  Ambrofe, 

[[  who  writes  thus  :  The  prieft  lays  his  hands  upk  us ,  but  it  is  God  that 

gives  grace;  the  prieft  lays  on  us  his  befeeching  hands ,  but  God  bleftetb 
us  with  his  mighty  hand. 

<f  Concerning  the  order  oFDeacons,  the  book  fays,  “  Their  office  in  the 
primitive  church  was  partly  to  minider  meat  and  drink,  and  other  necef- 
‘  ;^ies  P°.°E  and  partly  to  minider  to  the  bifhops  and  priefts.— 

<f  i!rn  0  lows  this  remarkable  paffage.  Of  thefe  two  orders  only ,  that  is 
priefts  and  deacons ,  fcripture  maketh  exprefs  mention,  and  how 
“  tb*J  ferp  conferred  of  the  apoftles  by  prayer  and  impofetion  of  hands;  but 
n  *  ;e P*  church  afterwards  appointed  inferior  degrees,  as  fub-dea - 

err  c°ns>  aco  Jites9  exorcifts,  A  c  .  but  left  per  adventure  it  might  be  thought 

"  h  fome>  that  fuch  authorities ,  powers ,  and  juri/didions,  as  patriarchs , 

Vol.  I,  n  *  •  , 

XJ  primates. 
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confirmation,  by  his  letters  patent,  In  and  upon  the  mat- 
4C  ters  oi  Chrirtian  faith,  and  lawful  rites  and  ceremonies, 
u  Jh  all  be  in  every  point  thereof  believed ,  obeyed ,  and performed a 
cc  1°  all  intents  and pnrpofes ,  upon  the  pains  therein  comprized ; 
provided  nothing  be  ordained  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the 
realm.”  How  near  the  book  above-mentioned  comes  to 
the  qualifications  of  this  ftatute,  is  obvious  to  the  reader. 
It  is  no  lefs  evident,  that  by  the  fame  aft  the  King  was  in  a 
manner  inverted  with  the  infallibility  of  the  Pope,  and  had 
the  confciences  and  faith  of  his  people  at  his  abfolute 
difpofal. 


primates ,  archbifhops ,  and  metropolitans ,  now  have,  or  heretofore  at  any 
tl  time  have  had jufly  and  lawfully  over  other  bijhops ,  were  given  them 
**  by  God  in  holy  J'cripture ,  we  think  it  expedient  and  neceffary ,  that  all 
<(  men  Jbould  be  advert  fed  and  taught ,  that  all  fuch  lawful  power  and 
“  authority  of  any  one  bifhop  over  another,  were  and  be  given  them  by  the 
<e  confent,  ordinances ,  and  poftive  laws  of  men  only,  and  not  by  any  ordi- 
“  nance  of  God  in  holy  fcript lire  ;  and  all  fuch  power  and  authority  which 
r(  any  bijhop  has  ufed  over  another,  which  has  not  been  given  him  by  fuch 
“  confent  and  ordinance  of  men,  is  in  very  deed  no  lawful  power,  but  plain 
ie  ufurpation  and  tyranny 


To  the  view  which  Mr.  Neal  has  given  of  the  do&rinal  fentiments,  con¬ 
tained  in  tliis  piece,  which  was  alfo  called  the  Bifhop’s  Book,  it  is  proper 
to  add  the  idea  it  gave  of  the  duty  of  fubjedfs  to  their  prince.  Its  commen¬ 
tary  on  the  fifth  commandment  runs  thus:  “  Subjects  be  bound  not  to 
<f  withdraw  their  fealty,  truth,  love,  and  obedience,  towards  their  prince, 
“  for  any  caufe  whatfoever  it  be/5  In  the  expolition  of  the  fixth  com¬ 
mandment,  the  fame  principles  of  paflive  obedience  and  non- refinance  are 
inculcated,  and  it  is  afferted,  “  That  God  hath  affigned  no  judges  over 
“  princes  in  tliis  world,  but  will  have  the  judgment  of  them  referved  to 
sc  himfelf.” 

Though  the  f  Inftitution  of  a  Chriflian  Man’  is  a  book  now  difafed,  the 
fame  fentiments,  connected  with  the  idea  of  the  jure  divino  of  Kings,  (till 
.run  through  the  homilies,  the  articles,  the  canons,  and  the  rubrick,  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  have  been  again  and  again  fanfiioned  by  the 
refolutions  and  orders  of  our  convocations.  Biihop  Blake,  on  his  death¬ 
bed,  folemnly  profeffed  that  the  religion  of  the  Church  of  England  had 
taught  him  the  do  Sir  ins  of  no  n-refi fiance ,  and  paffive  obedience ,  and  that  he 
took  it  to  be  the  diftinguifhing  character  of  that  church. — High-Church 
Politicks,  p.  75,  89,  and  the  note  in  thelaft  page. 

It  is  not  eafy  to  fay,  what  firxere  or  complete  alliance  there  can  be 
between  the  Church  and  State,  when  the  dogmas  of  the  former  are  in  fuch 
glaring  repugnancy  to  the  conflitution  of  the  latter ;  when  the  former 
educates  flaves,  the  latter  freemen ;  when  the  former  fanflions  the  tyranny 
of  kings,  the  latter  is  founded  in  die  rights  of  the  people.  In  this  refpedc, 
furely,  the  Church  needs  a  reform, 

.a  — 
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By  this  abftraft  of  the  Erudition  of  a  Chrifian  Man*  it 
appears  further,  that  our  reformers  built  pretty  much  upon 
the  plan  of  St.  AuJlin ,  with  relation  to  the  doctrines  of  jufti- 
fication  and  grace.  The  facraments  and  ceremonies  are  To 
contrived,  as  to  be  confident  with  the  fix  articles  cftabliflfed 
by  parliament.  But  with  regard  to  difcipline,  Cranmer  and 
his  brethren  were  for  being  directed  wholly  by  the  civil 
magiftrate;  which  has  fince  been  diftinguifhed  by  the  name 
of  Erajlianifm.  Accordingly  they  took  out  commiffions  to 
hold  their  bifhopricks  during  the  King’s  pleafure,  and  to 
exercife  their  jurifdiftion  by  his  authority  only. 

But  notwithstanding  this  reformation  of  doftrine,  the  old 
popilh  forms  of  worfhip  were  continued  till  this  year,  [  x  544  J 
when  a  faint  attempt  was  made  to  reform  them.  A  form  of 
proceffion  was  publifiied  in  Englifh,  by  the  King’s  authority, 
entitled,  An  exhortation  to  Prayer ,  thought  meet  by  his  Majcjly 
and'  his  clergy,  to  be  read  to  the  people;  Wfjb  a  litany,  with 
fuff  rages  to  be  faid  or fang  in  time  of  the  proceffions.  In  the 
litany  they  invocate  the  hleflcd  virgin,  the  angels,  archangels, 
and  all  holy  orders  of  blefled  fpirits;  all  holy  patriarchs, 
prophets,  apoltles,  martyrs,  confeffors,  virgins',  and  all  the 
blefled  company  of  heaven,  to  pray  for  them.  The  reft  of 
the  litany  is  in  a  manner  the  very  fame  as  now  in  ufe,  only  a 
few  more  collects  were  placed  at  the  end,  with  forne  pfalms,’ 
and  a  paraphrafe  on  the  Lord’s  prayer.  The  preface  is  an 
exhortation  to  the  duty  of  prayer,  and  fays,  that  it  is  conve¬ 
nient,  and  very  acceptable  to  God,  to  ufe  private  prayer  in 
our  mother  tongue,  that  by  underftanding  what  we  alk.f  we 
may  more  earneftly  and  fervently  defire  the  fame.  The  hand 
of  Cranmer  was  no  doubt  in  this  performance,  but  it  was 
uttie  tegai ded,  though  a  mandate  was  fent  to  Bonner  biliiop 
of  London  to  publifh  it. 

But  Cranmer'’ s  poWer  was  now  very  much  weakened;  he 
ftioveagainft  the  ftream,  and  could  accompiifh  nothing  fur- 


,,  V-!  :  v‘Tnfr  obferves,  on  this  performance,  that  there  were  fo  many 
abmrcmes  of  the  old  religion  full  retained,  fo  much  metaphyfical  jar»on 
f116  ,merit  f  good  works,  about  the  effential  parts  and  confeouences 
of  faith,  aoout  free-will  and  grace;  that  this. book,  inftead  of  promoting 
tne  reformation,  vifibly  put  it  back.  Eccles.  Hiftory,  vol.  ii.  p.Toc. 
f  Burnet  s  .  lift,  Ref.  vol,  i.  p.  33 1,  and  the  Records,  b.  iii.  No.  28. 

&  .3  ther, 
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ther,  except  a  fmall  mitigation  of  the  rigorous  profecution 
of  the  fix  articles:  for  by  the  35th  of  Henry  VIII.  cap.  5, 
it  is  enafted,  44  That  perfons  flrall  not  be  convi&ed  upon  this 
tc  ftatute,  but  by  the  oaths  of  twelve  men;  that  the  profecu- 
“  tion  fhall  be  within  a  year;  and  that  if  any  one  preaches 
“  againft  the  fix  articles  he  flrall  be  informed  againft  within 
“  forty  days.”  This  rendered  the  profecution  more  difficult; 
and  yet  after  all  feveral  were  burnt  at  this  time,  for  denying 
the  doftrine  of  tranfubftantiation,  as  Mrs.  Anne  AJkew ,  Mr. 
Belenian ,  Adams ,  Lafcels ,  and  others.  The  books  of  Tyn- 
dal ,  Frith ,  Joy ,  Barnes ,  and  other  proteflants,  were  ordered 
to  be  burnt;  and  the  importation  of  all  foreign  books  rela¬ 
ting  to  religion  was  forbid,  without  fpecial  licence  from  the 
King. 

Upon  the  whole,  the  reformation  went  very  much  back¬ 
ward,  the  three  or  four  laft  years,  of  the  King’s  life;  as  ap¬ 
pears  by  the  flatute  of  35  Ilenry  VIII.  cap.  1,  which  leads 
rile  people  back  into  the  darkefl  parts  of  Popery:  It  fays, 
44  that  recourfe  muff  be  had  to  the  Catholick  and  Apoflolick 
Ci  Church  for  the  decifion  of  controverfies;  and  therefore 
44  all  books  of  the  Old  and  New  Teflament  in  EngUJJj ,  being 
44  of  Tynda/H  falfe  tranfladon,  or  comprifmg  any  matter  of 
u  Chriftian  religion,  articles  of  faith,  or  holy  fcripture,  con- 
44  trary  to  the  doftrine  fet  forth  by  the  King  [in  the  fix  arti- 
44  cles^j  1  ^40,  or  to  be  fct  forth  by  the  King,  fhall  be  abonfhed. 
44  No  perfon  fhall  ling  or  rhyme  contrary  to  the  faid  doctrine. 
44  No  perfon  ffiall  retain  any  Englijh  books  or  writings  againft 
44  the  holy  and  bleffed  facrament  of  the  altar,  or  other  books 
44  abolifhed  by  the  King’s  proclamation.  There  fhall  be 
44  no  annotations  or  preambles  in  bibles  or  new  teftaments  in 
44  Englifh.  The  bible  Jhall  not  be  read  in  Englijh  in  any 
44  church .  No  women ,  or  artificers ,  apprentices ,  journeymen ^ 
44  fervmg-men,  hujbandmen ,  or  labourers ,  Jhall  read  the  New 
TeJl ament  in  Englijh.  Nothing  fhall  be  taught  or  main¬ 
tained  contrary  to  the  King’s  inftrufiions.  If  any  fpiritual 
44  perfon  fhall  be  convifted  of  preaching  or  maintaining  any 
44  thing  contrary  to  the  King’s  inftruftions  already  made,  or 
44  hereafter  to  be  made,  he  fhall  for  the  firft  offence  recant, 

44  for  the  fecond  bear  a  fagot,  and  for  the  third  be  burnt.” 

Here 
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Here  is  popery  and  fpiritual  flavery  in  its  full  extent.  In¬ 
deed  the  Pope  is  difcharged  of  his  jurifdiftion  and  authority; 
but  a  like  authority  is  veiled  in  the  King.  His  Majefly’s 
inftruftions  are  as  binding  as  the  Pope’s  canons,  and  upon  as 
fevere  penalties.  He  is  abfolute  lord  of  the  confciences  of 
his  lubjefts.  No  biiliop  or  fpiritual  perfon  may  preach  any 
doftrine  but  what  he  approves;  nor  do  any  aft  of  govern¬ 
ment  in  the  church  but  by  his  fpecial  commiffion.  This 
feems  to  have  been  given  his  Majefty  by  the  aft  of  fupremacy, 
and  is  further  confirmed  by  one  of  the  lad  flatutes  of  his 
reign,  [37  Hen.  viii.  cap.  17.]  which  declares,  that  “  Arch- 
“  biihops,  bifhops,  archdeacons,  and  other  ccclefiaftical 
“  perfons,  have  no  manner  of  jurifdiftion  ecclefiaflical,  but 
“  by,  under,  and  from  his  royal  Majefty;  and  that  his  Ma- 
“  jefty  is  the  only  fupreme  head  of  the  church  of  England  and 

Ireland ;  to  whom,  by  holy  fcripture ,  all  authority  and 
“  power  is  wholly  given  to  hear  and  determine  all  manner 
66  of  caufes  ecclefiaflical,  and  to  correft  all  manner  of  here- 

fies,  errors,  vices,  and  fins  whatfoever;  and  to  all  fuch 
“  perfons  as  his  Majefty  fhall  appoint  thereunto.” 

This  was  carrying  the  regal  power  to  the  utrnofl  length. 
'Here  is  no  referve  of  privilege  for  convocations,  councils, 
or  colleges  of  bifhops:  The  King  may  afk  their  advice,  or 
call  them  into  his  aid  and  afliflance,  but  his  Majefty  has  not 
only  a  negative  voice  upon  their  proceedings,  but  may  him- 
lelf,  by  his  letters  patent,  pubiifh  injunftions  in  matters  of 
religion,  for  correcting  all  errors  in  doftrine  and  worfhip. — 
His  proclamations  have  the  force  of  a  law,  and  all  his  fubjefts 
are  obliged  to  believe,  obey  and  profefs  according  to  them, 
under  the  higheft  penalties. 

Thus  matters  flood  when  this  great  and  abfolute  monarch 
died  of  an  ulcer  in  his  leg,  being  fo  corpulent,  that  he  was 
forced  to  be  let  up  and  down  flairs  with  an  engine.  The 
humour  in  his  leg  made  him  fo  peevilh,  that  fcarce  any  body 
durft  fpeak  to  him  of  the  affairs  of  his  kingdom  or  of  ano¬ 
ther  life.  Hefigned  his  will  Dec.  30,  1546,  and  died  Jan. 
28th  following,  in  the  38th  year  of  his  reign,  and  the  56th 
of  his  age.  He  ought  to  be  ranked  (fays  Bifliop  Burnet) 
among  the  ill  princes,  but  not  among  the  worfl. 
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"The  Reign  of  King  Epward  VI. 


THE  lole  right  and  authority  of  reforming  the  church  of 
England  was  now  veiled  in  the  crown;  and  by  the  a ft 
of  fucceftion,  in  the  King’s  council,  if  he  were  under  age, 
I  his  was  preferable  to  a  foreign  jurifdiftion;  but  it  can 
hardly  be  proved,  that  either  the  King  or  his  council  have 
a  right  to  judge  ior  the  whole  nation,  and  impofe  upon  the 
people  what  religion  they  think  beft,  without  their  confent. 
I  he  reformation  of  the  church  of  England  was  begun  and 
carried  on  by  the  King,  aflifled  by  archbiflrop  Cranmer  and 
a  few  feleft  divines.  The  clergy  in  convocation  did  not 
move  in  it,  but  as  they  were  directed  and  overawed  by  their 
fuperiors;  nor  did  they  confent  till  they  were  modelled  to 
the  defigns  of  the  court. 

Our  learned  hiflorian  Bifhop  Burnet *  endeavours  to  jus¬ 
tify  this  conducl,  by  putting  the  following  queftion,  c  What 
6  mufl  be  done  when  the  major  part  of  a  Church  is,  accord- 
*  mg  to  the  confcience  of  the  fupreme  civil  magiflrate,  in  an 
c  error,  and  the  leffer  part  is  in  the  right?5  In  anfwer  to 
this  queftion,  his  lordjhip  obferves,  that  6  there  is  no  pro- 
4  mife  in  fcripture  that  the  majority  of  paftors  fliall  be  in  the 
6  right;  on  the  contrary  it  is  certain,  that  truth,  feparate  from 
4  intereft,  has  few  votaries.  Now,  as  it  is  not  reafonable 
4  that  the  fmaller  part  ihould  depart  from  their  fentiments, 

4  becaufe  oppofed  by  the  majority,  whole  intereft  led  them 
4  to  oppole  the  reformation,  therefore  they  might  take 
4  fanfluary  in  the  authoritv  of  the  prince  and  the  law.5  But 
is  there  any  promife  in  fcripture  that  the  King  or  prince 
final!  be  always  in  the  right?  or,  is  it  reafonable  that  the 
majority  ftiould  depart  from  their  fentiments  in  religion,  beT 
caufe  the  prince  with  the  minority  are  of  another  mind?  If 
we  afk,  what  authority  Chriftian  princes  have  to  bind  the 


*  Hift.  Ref,  vcl.  ii.  in  preface. 
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confciences  of  their  fubje&s,  by  penal  laws,  to  worfliip  God 
after  their  manner?  his  lordfhip  anfwers,  this  was  praftifed 
in  the  jewijh  (late.  But  it  ought  to  be  remembered,  that 
the  Jewijh  ftate  was  a  theocracy;  that  God  himfelf was  their 
King,  and  their  chief  magiftrates  only  his  vicegerents  or  depu¬ 
ties;  that  the  laws  of  Mofes  were  the  laws  of  God;  and  the 
penalties  annexed  to  them  as  much  of  divine  appointment  as 
the  laws  themfelves.  It  is  therefore  abfurd  to  make  the 
fpecial  commifiion  of  the  jewijh  magiltrates  a  model  for  the 
rights  of  Chriftian  princes.  But  his  lordfhip  adds,  4  It  is 
4  the  firft  law  in  JuJliniar? s  code,  made  by  the  emperor 
4  Theodoftus ,  that  all  fhould  every  where,  under  fevere  pains, 
4  follow  that  faith  that  was  received  by  Damafus  bifhop  of 
4  Rome ,  and  Peter  of  Alexandria.  And  why  might  not  the 

*  Kinft  and  laws  of  England  give  the  like  authority  to  the 
4  archbilhops  of  Canterbury  and  York? 9  I  anfwer,  becaufe 
Theodofius" s  law  was  an  unreafonable  ufurpation  upon  the 
right  of  confcience.  If  the  apoftle  Paul ,  who  was  an  infpired 
perfon,  had  not  dominion  over  the  faith  of  the  churches, 
how  came  the  Roman  emperor,  or  other  Chriftian  princes, 
by  fuch  a  jurifdiftion,  which  has  no  foundation  in  the  law  of 
nature  or  in  the  New  Teftament? 

H  is  lordfhip  goes  on,  ‘  It  is  not  to  be  imagined  how  any 
‘  changes  in  religion  can  be  made  by  fovereign  princes,  unlefs 
‘  an  authority  be  lodged  with  them  of  giving  the  fanftion  of 

*  a  law  to  the  founder,  though  the  leller  part  of  a  church ; 

‘  for  as  princes  and  lawgivers  are  not  tied  to  an  implicit  obe- 
‘  dience  to  clergymen,  but  are  left  to  the  freedom  of  their 
‘  own  difcerning,  fo  they  mull  have  a  power  to  choofe  what 
‘  fide  to  be  of,  where  things  are  much  enquired  into.’  And 
why  have  not  the  clergy  and  the  common  people  the  fame 
power?  Why  muft  they  be  tied  to  an  implicit  faith  in  their 
princes  and  lawgivers?  Is  there  any  promife  in  the  word  of 
God,  that  princes  and  lawgivers  fhall  be  infallible,  and  always 
judge  right  which  is  the  founder,  though  the  Idler  part  of  a 
church?  ‘  If  (as  his  lordlhip  adds)  the  major  part  of  fynods 
‘  cannot  be  fuppofed  to  be  in  matters  of  faith  fo  aflifted  from 
‘  heaven,  that  the  leller  part  muft  neceftarily  acquiefce  in  their 
4  decrees;  or  that  the  civil  powers  muft  always  make  laws 
‘  according  to  their  votes,  efpecially  when  intereft  does  vifi- 

‘  bly 
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bly  turn  tltc  lcale ;  how  can  the  prince  or  civil  magiftrate 
depend  upon  fuch  ailiftance  ?  Can  we  be  fure  that  intereft 
or  prejudice  will  never  turn  the  fcale  with  him;  or  that  he 
nas  a  better  acquaintance  with  the  truths  of  the  gofpel  than 
his  clergy  or  people?  It  is  highly  reafonable  that  the  prince 
mould  ciioofe  for  himfelf  what  fide  he  will  be  of,  when  things 
‘ire  much  enquired  into;  but  then  let  the  clergy  and  people 
.  ve  f ‘le  fame  hberty,  and  neither  the  major  nor  minor  part 
impofe  upon  tne  other,  as  long  as  they  entertain  no  prin¬ 
ciples  inconfifient  with  the  falety  of  the  government. _ 

\\  hen  the  Chi  lluan  belief  had  not  the  fupport  of  law,  every 
‘  bifliop  taught  his  own  flock  the  bell  he  could,  and  gave 
‘  his  neighbours  fuch  an  account  of  his  faith,  at,  or  foon 
aftci  his  conleci ation,  as  fatisfled  them;  and  fo’  (Tays  his 

lordlhip)  ‘  they  maintained  the  unity  of  the  church.’ _ 

And  wny  mignt  it  not  be  fo  ftill?  Is  not  this  better  upon  all 
accounts,  than  to  force  people  to  profefs  what  they  cannot 
believe,  or  to  propagate  religion  with  the  fword,  as  was  too 
much  tne  cale  with  our  reformers?  If  the  penal  laws  had 
been  taken  away,  and  the  points  in  controverfy  between 
Proteftants  and  Papifts  had  been  left  to  a  free  and  open 
debate,  while  the  civil  magiftrate  had  flood  by,  and  only 
kept  the  peace,  the  reformation  would  certainly  have  taken 
place  in  due  time,  and  proceeded  in  a  much  more  unexcep¬ 
tionable  manner  than  it  did. 

I  o  return  to  the  hiftory.  King  Edward  VI.  came  to  the 
crown  at  the  age  or  nine  years  and  four  months;  a  prince, 
for  learning  and  piety,  for  acquaintance  with  the  world,  and 
application  to  bufinefs,  the  very  wonder  of  his  age.  His 
father,  by  his  lalt  will  and  teftament,  named  lixteen  perfons 
executors  of  his  will,  and  regents  of  the  kingdom,  till  his 
fon  fhou'd  he  eighteen  years  of  age:  Out  of  thefe  the  earl 
of  Hertford ,  the  King's  uncle,  was  chofen  prote&or  of  the 
King’s  realms,  and  governor  of  his  perfon.  Befides  thefe, 
twelve  were  added  as  a  privy  council,  to  be  aflifting  to  them. 
Among  the  regents  forne  were  for  the  old  religion,  and  others 
for  the  new;  but  it  foon  appeared  that  the  reformers  had 
the  afeendant,  the  young  King  having  been  educated  in  their 
principles  by  his  tutor  Dr.  Cox,  and  the  new  protector  his 
uncle  being  on  the  fame  fide.  The  majority  of  the  hilltops 
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and  inferior  clergy  were  on  the  fide  of  popery,  but  the 
government  was  in  the  hands  of  the  reformers,  who  began 
immediately  to  relax  the  rigors  of  the  late  reign.*  The 
perfecution  upon  the  fix  articles  was  ftopt;  the  prifon  doors 
werefet  open;  and  feveral  who  had  been  forced  to  quit  the 
kingdom  for  their  religion  returned  home,  as  Miles  Cover- 
dale,  afterwards  bilhop  of  Exeter  \  John  Hooper ,  afterwards 
bifhop  of  Gloucejler ;  John  Rogers ,  the  proto-martyr,  and 
many  others,  who  were  preferred  to  conliderable  benefices 
in  the  church.  The  reforming  divines,  being  delivered  from 
their  too  awful  fubjeftion  to  the  late  King,  began  to  open 
againft  the  abufes  of  popery.  Dr.  Ridley  and  others  preach¬ 
ed  vehemently  againft  images  in  churches ,  and  inflamed  the 
people,  fo  that  in  many  places  they  outran  the  law,  and 
pulled  them  down  without  authority.  Some  preached 
againft  the  lawfulnefs  of  foul  nrafles  and  obits;  though  the 
late  King,  by  his  laft  will  and  teftament,  had  left  a  large  fum 
of  money  to  have  them  continued  at  Wind  for  where  he  was 
buried,  and  for  a  frequent  diftribution  of  alms  for  the  repofe 
of  his  foul,  and  its  deliverance  out  of  purgatory;  but  this 
charity  was  foon  after  converted  to  other  ufes.  The  Popifli 
clergy  were  alarmed  at  thefe  things,  and  infifted  ftrongly, 
that  till  the  King  their  fupreme  head  was  of  age,  religion 
fhould  continue  in  the  ftate  in  which  King  Henry  left  it. 
But  the  reformers  averred,  that  the  King’s  authority  was  the 
fame  while  he  was  a  minor,  as  when  he  was  of  age:  and 
that  they  had  heard  the  late  King  declare  his  refolution  to 
turn  the  mafs  into  a  communion  if  he  had  lived  a  little  longer, 
upon  which  they  thought  it  their  duty  to  proceed. 


*  The  heads  of  the  two  parties  were  thefe. 


For  the  Reformation. 

King  Edward, 

Duke  of  Somerfet ,  protestor. 

Dr.  Cranmer ,  abp.  of  Canterbury , 
Dr.  Holgate,  archbifhop  of  York, 
Sir  W .  Paget ,  fecretary  of  Hate, 
Lord  Vifcount  Life,  lord  admiral. 
Dr.  Holbeach,  bilhop  of  Lincoln, 
Dr.  Goodrich,  bilhop  of  Ely, 

Dr.  Latimer,  bilhop  of  IV or c eft  er. 
Dr.  Ridley ,  eleft  of  Rochefter, 


For  the  Old  Religion. 
Princefs  Mary , 

W  riothejley  Earl  of  Southampton , 
Lord  Chancellor, 

Dr.  Vo?7fal,  bifhop  of  Durham, 

Dr.  Gardiner,  bilhop  of  Winchelter 
Dr.  Bonner,  bilhop  of  London. 
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After  the  iolemnity  of  the  King’s  coronation,  the  regents 
appointed  a  royal  vifitation,  and  commanded  the  clergy  to 
preach  no  where  hut  in  their  parifh  churches  without  licence 
till  the  vifitation  was  over.  The  kingdom  was  divided  into 
fix  circuits;  two  gentlemen,  a  civilian,  a  divine,  and  a  regifter 
bemg  appointed  for  each.  The  divines  were  by  their 
preacning  to  infiruct  the  people  in  the  doctrines  of"  the  refor- 
mation,  and  to  bring  them  off  from  their  old  fuperftitions. 
1  he  vifitation  began  in  the  month  of  Augujl-,  fix  of  the 
graveft  divines,  and  moil  popular  preachers,  attended  it; 
their  names  were  Dr.  Ridley ,  Dr.  Madew ,  Mr.  ArfoC 
Coitisford,  Jofeph,  and  Farrar.  A  book  of  homilies  or 
fermons,  upon  the  chief  points  of  the  Chriftian  faith,*  drawn 
up  chiefly  by  archbilhop  Cranmer ,  was  printed,  and  ordered 
to  be  left  with  every  parifh  prieil,  to  fupply  the  defect  of 
preaching,  which  few  of  the  clergy  of  that  time  were  capa¬ 
ble  or  performing.  Cranmer  communicated  it  to  Gardiner, 
and  would  fain  have  gained  his  approbation  of  it;  but  he 
was  fo  inflamed  at  being  left  out  of  the  King’s  will,  that  he 

conftanrly  oppofed  all  innovation  till  the  King  flrould  be 
of  age. 

o 

With  thefe  homilies  the  vifitors  were  to  deliver  fundry 
injunctions  from  the  King,  to  the  number  of  thirty-fix.  f 

!  The 

*  The  book  confifted  of  twelve  difcourfes,  on  the  following  arguments ; 

1.  Concerning  the  ufe  of  the  Scriptures. 

2.  Of  the  mifery  of  mankind  by  fin. 

3.  Of  their  falvation  by  Chsifl. 

4.  Of  a  true  and  lively  faith. 

v  Of  good  works. 

6.  Of  Chriftian  love  and  charity. 

7.  Again!!  fwearing  and  perjury. 

5.  Againft  apoftafy. 

9.  Againft  the  fear  of  death. 

10.  An  exhortation  to  obedience. 

1 1.  Again!!  whoredom  and  adultery. 

i  2.  Againft  ft  rife  and  contention  about  matters  of  religion, 

i  hefe  titles  of  the  homilies  are  taken  verbatim  from  Bifhop  Burnet. 

Neal’s  Review. 

f  The  chief  were, 

1 .  “  That  all  eccleiiaitical  perfons  obferve  the  laws  relating  to  the  King’s 
**  fupremacy.” 

2.  “  That  they  preach  once  a  quarter  againft  pilgrimages,  and  praying 
*f  to  images,  and  exhort  to  works  of  faith  and  charity. 

3.  (<  That 
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The  bifliops  were  enjoined  to  fee  the  articles  put  in  exe¬ 
cution,  and  to  preach  themfelves  four  times  a  year,  unlefs 
they  had  a  reafonable  excufe.  They  were  to  give  orders 
to  none  but  fucli  as  were  able  to  preach,  and  to  recal  their 
licences  from  others.  The  injunctions  were  to  be  obferved 
under  the  pains  of  excommunication,  fequeflration,  or 
deprivation. 

In  bidding  of  their  prayers  they  were  to  remember  the 
King  their  fupreme  head,  the  Queen  dowager,  the  King’s 
two  fillers,  the  lord  proteftor  and  the  council;  the  nobility. 


3.  “  That  images  abufed  with  pilgrimages  and  offerings  be  taken  down; 
that  no  wax  candles  or  tapers  be  burnt  berore  them;  but  only  two  lights 

“  upon  the  high  altar  before  the  facrament  fhall  remain  dill,  to  fignify  that 
*c  Chrift  is  the  light  of  the  world.” 

The  limitation  in  this  article  giving  occafion  to  great  heats  among  the 
people,  fome  affirming  their  images  had  been  fo  abufed,  and  others  not,  the 
council  fent  orders  to  lee  them  all  taken  down. 

4.  “  That  when  there  is  no  fermon,  the  Pater-nofter ,  the  Creed ,  and  T <?n 
i{  Commandments ,  fhall  be  recited  out  of  the  pulpit  to  the  parifhioners. 

5.  “  That  within  three  months  every  church  be  provided  with  a  bible; 
and  within  twelve  months  with  Erafmup s  Paraphrafe  on  the  New  Telia- 
ment. 

9.  “  That  they  examine  fuch  who  come  to  confeffion,  whether  they  can 
“  recite  the  P '  ater-nofter ,  Creed,  and  Pen  Commandments  in  Englijb ,  before 
((  they  receive  the  facrament  of  the  altar,  elfe  they  ought  not  to  come  to 
4‘  God’s  board. 

21.  “  That  in  time  of  high  mafs  the  epifile  and  gofpel  fhall  be  read  in 
“  Englijb ;  and  that  one  chapter  in  the  New  Pejlament  be  read  at  mattins, 
“  and  one  in  the  Old  at  even-fong. 

23.  “  No  proceffions  fhall  be  ufed  about  churches  or  church-yards;  but 
immediately  before  high  mafs  the  litany  fhall  be  faid  or  fung  in  Englijb ; 

“  and  all  ringing  of  bells  (fave  one)  utterly  forborn. 

24.  <c  That  the  holy  day,  at  the  jirjt  beginning  godly  injlituted  and 
ec  ordained ,  be  wholly  given  to  God,  in  hearing  the  word  of  God  read 

and  taught;  in  private  and  public  prayers;  in  acknowledging  their 
offences  to  God,  and  promifmg  amendment;  in  reconciling  themfelves 
“  to  their  neighbours,  receiving  the  communion,  vifiting  the  fick.  frc. 
<c  Only  it  fhall  be  lawful  in  time  ofharveft  to  labour  upon  holy  and  feftival 
“  days,  in  order  to  fave  that  thing  which  God  hath  fent;  and  that  ferupu- 
i(  lofity  to  abftain  from  working  on  thofe  days  does  grievoufly  offend  God, 
28.  “  That  they  take  away  all  flirines,  coverings  of  fhrines,  tables,  can- 
4<r  dlefticks,  trindills,  or  rolls  of  wax,  pictures,  paintings,  and  other  monu- 
“  nients  of  feigned  miracles,  fo  that  no  memory  of  them  remain  in  walls 
“  or  windows;  exhorting  the  people  to  do  the  like  in  their  feveraf  houfes. 

The  reft  of  the  articles  related  to  the  advancement  of  learning,  to  the 
encouragement  of  preaching,  and  correcting  fome  very  grofs  abufes. 
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the  clergy,  and  the  commons  of  this  realm.  The  cuftom  of 
bidding  prayer,  which  is  ftill  in  ufe  in  the  church,  is  a  relick 
oi  popery.  Bilhop  Burnet *  has  preferved  the  form,  as  it  was 
in  ufe  before  the  reformation,  which  was  this:  After  the 
preacher  had  named  and  opened  his  text,  he  called  on  the 
people  to  go  to  their  prayers,  telling  them  what  they  were 
to  pray  for.  Tejhall  pray  (fays  he)  for  the  King ,  for  the 
Pope,  for  the  holy  Catholick  church ,  See.  After  which  all  the 
people  laid  their  beads  in  a  general  filence,  and  the  minifler 
kneeled  down  hkewife  and  faid  his  j  they  were  to  fay  a  Pater- 
nojier,  Ave  Maria,  Deus  mifereatur  noftri,  Domine  falvum 
fac  regem,  Gloria  Pair't ,  Sec.  and  then  the  fermon  proceeded. 
How  fadly  this  bidding  of  prayer  has  been  abufed  of  late,  by 
fome  divines,  to  the  entire  omiflion  of  the  duty  itfelf,  is  too 
well  known  to  need  a  remark ! 

Mold  of  the  bifhops  complied  with  the  injunff ions,  except 
Bonner  of  London ,  and  Gardiner  of  Winchejler.  Bonner 
offered  a  referee,  but  that  not  being  accepted,  he  made  an 
abfolute  fubmiffion;  neverthelefs,  he  was  fent  for  fome  time 
to  the  Fleet  for  contempt.  Gardiner  having  protefled  againft 
the  injunctions  and  homilies  as  contrary  to  die  law  of  God, 
was  lent  alio  to  the  Fleet,  where  he  continued  till  after  the 
parliament  was  over,  and  was  then  releafed  by  a  general  aft 
of  grace. 

1  he  parliament  that  met  November  9th,  made  fevera!  alter¬ 
ations  in  favour  of  the  reformation.  They  repealed  all  laws 
that  made  any  thing  treafon  but  what  was  fpecified  in  the  aft 
of  25  Edward  III;  and  two  of  the  ftatutes  againft  Lollardies. 
They  repealed  the  fhitute  of  the  fix  articles,  with  the  afts 
that  followed  in  explanation  of  it;  all  laws  in  the  late  reign, 
declaring  any  thing  felony  that  was  not  fo  declared  before; 
together  with  the  aft  that  made  the  King’s  proclamation  of 
equal  authority  with  an  aft  of  parliament.  Befides  the  repeal 
of  thefe  laws,  fundry  new  ones  were  enaftedj-j-  as,  That  the 
jacr ament  of  the  Lord's  Supper  foou/d  be  admini ftered  in  both 
kinds ,  agreeably  to  Chrift’s  firft  inffitution,  and  the  praftice 
of  the  church  for  500  years;  and  that  all  private  mafi'es 

o  \ 


*  Hill,  Ref,  vol.  if  p.  30,  and  Collection  of  Records,  b.  i.  No.  8. 

f  1  Edw.  VI,  cap.  i. 
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fliould  be  put  down:  An  act  concerning  the  admiffion  of 
bifliops  into  their  fees;  which  lets  forth,  that  the  manner 
of  choofing  bifliops  by  a  conge  cV  elire ,  being  but  the  fliadow 
of  an  ele&ion,  all  bifliops  hereafrer  {hall  be  appointed  by  the 
King’s  letters  patent  only,  and  {hall  continue  the  exerciie 
of  their  jurifdi&ion,  during  their  natural  life,  if  they  behave 
well.J|  One  of  the  firft  patents  with  this  claufe  is  that  of 
Dr.  Barlow ,  bifliop  of  Bath  and  Wells, §  bearing  date  Feb . 
g,  in  the  fecond  year  of  the  King’s  reign;  but  all  the  reft 
of  the  bifliops  afterwards  took  out  letters  patent  for  their 
biftiopricks  with  the  fame  claufe.  In  this  die  archbifliop  had 
a  principal  hand;  for  it  was  his  judgment,  that  the  exerciie 
of  all  epifcopal  jurifdiftion  depended  upon  the  prince;  and 
that  as  he  gave  it  he  might  reftrain  or  take  it  away  at  his 
pleafure.f  Cramner  thought  the  exercife  of  his  own  epif- 
copal  authority  ended  with  the  late  King’s  life,  and  therefore 
would  not  act  as  archbifliop  till  he  had  a  new  commiflion  from 
King  Edward . 

In  the  fame  ftatute  i*  is  declared,  That  fince  all  jurifdic- 
tion  both  fpiritual  and  temporal  was  derived  from  the  King, 
therefore  all  proceffes  in  the  fpiritual  court  fliould  from 
henceforward  be  carried  oil  in  the’ King’s  name,  and  be 
tc  fealed  with  the  King’s  feal,  as  in  the  other  courts  of  com¬ 
mon  law,  except  the  archbifliop  of  Canterbury’ s  courts 
only  in  all  faculties  and  difpenfations;  but  all  collations, 
prefentations,  or  letters  of  orders,  were  to  pafs  under  the 
4C  bifliops’  proper  feals  as  formerly.”  By  this  law,  caufes 
concerning  wills  and  marriages  were  to  be  tried  in  the  King’s 
name;  but  this  was  repealed  in  the  next  reign. 

Laftly ;  The  parliament  gave  the  King  all  the  lands  for 
maintenance  of  chauntrres  not  poflefled  by  his  father;  all 
legacies  given  for  obits,  anniverfaries,  lamps  in  churches; 
together  with  all  guild  lands  which  any  fraternity  enjoyed  on 
the  fame  account:*  the  money  was  to  be  converted  to  the 
maintenance  of  grammar-fchools;  but  the  hungry  courtiers 
fliared  it  among  themfelves.  After  this  the  houfes  were 
prorogued  from  the  24th  of  December  to  the  20th  of  April 
following. 

o 

f|  1  Edw.  VI.  cap.  2.  §  Burnet’s  Hifh  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  218. 

t  Strype’s  Mem.  Cran.  p.  1 51,  App.  p.  $3.  *  1  Edw.  VI.  cap.  14. 
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The  convocation  that  fat  with  the  parliament  did  little-  the 
Majority  being  on  the  fide  of  popery,  the  archbiflrop  was 
a  raid  of  venturing  any  thing  of  importance  with  them;  nor 
are  any  of  their  proceedings  upon  record;  but  Mr.  Strypc 
has  cclle&ed  from  the  notes  of  a  private  member,  that  the 
lower  houfe  agreed  to  the  communion  in  both  kinds  •  and 
that  upon  a  divifion,  about  the  lawfulnefs  of  priefis  mar¬ 
riages,  fifty-three  were  for  the  affirmative,  and  twenty-two 
for  the  negative."*  1 


1  he  reformation  m  Germany  lying  under  great  difcouraee- 
ments  by  the  victorious  arms  of  Charles  V.  who  had  this 
year  taken  the  Duke  of  Saxony. prifoner,  and  difpoffeffed  him 
°f  his  electorate;  ieveralof  the  foreign  reformers,  who  had 
taken  lanCtuary  in  thole  parts,  were  forced  to  feek  it  elfe- 
where.  Among  thefe  Peter  Martyr,  a  Florentine,  was  invited 
by  the  archbiffiop,  in  the  King’s  name,  into  England,  and 
had  the  divinity  chair  given  him  at  Oxford ;  Bucer  had  the 
lame  at  Cambridge-,  Ochinus  and  Fagius,  two  other  learned 
foreigners,^  had  either  penfions  or  cai'fonri'es  with  a  difpenfa- 

tion  of  refidence,  and  did  good  lervice  in  the  univerfities  * 
but  Fagius  foon  after  died. 

The  common  people  were  very  much  divided  in  their 
opinions  about  religion;  fome  being  zealous  for  preferving 
rne  Popifii  rites,  and  others  no  lefs  averfe  to  them.  The 
country  people  were  very  tenacious  of  their  old  Ihews,  as 
procejjions ,  wakes,  carrying  of  candles  on  Candlemas-day,  and 
Palms  on  Palm-Sundays ,  &c.  while  others  looked  upon 
theny  as  heathenilh  rites,  abfolutely  inconfiftent  with  the 
fimplicity  of  the  golpel.  This  w-as  fo  effectually  reprefented 
to  the  council  by  Cranmer,  that  a  proclamation  wras  publilhed 
Feb.  6,  1548,  forbidding  the  continuance  of  them.  And 
for  putting  an  end  to  all  contefts  about  images  that  had  been 
abufed  to  fuperftition,  an  order  was  pubiiflied  Feb.  nth, 
that  all  images  whatfoever  fliould  be  taken  out  of  churches ; 
and  the  biiliops  were  commanded  to  execute  it  in  their  feve- 
ral  diocefes.f  Thus  the  churches  were  emptied  of  all  thofe 
pictures  and  flames,  which  had  for  divers  ages  been  the 
objeCfs  of  the  people’s  adoration. 


\  .  .  . 

*  Strype’s  Life  ofCran.p.  156.  f  Burnet’s  Hill.  Ref.  vol.ii.p.  61. 
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The  clergy  were  no  lefs  divided  than  the  laity;  the  pulpits 
claihing  one  againft  the  other,  and  tendii>g  to  ftir  up  fedition 
and  rebellion:  the  King  therefore,  after  the  example  of  his 
father,  and  by  advice  of  his  council,  iffued  out  a  proclama¬ 
tion,  Sept.  3,  in  the  2d  year  of  his  reign,  to  prohibit  all 
preaching  throughout  all  his  dominions:  the  words  are  thefe. 
The  King’s  highnefs,  minding  fhortly  to  have  one  uniform 
order  throughout  this  realm,  and  to  put  an  end  to  all 
controverfies  in  religion,  fo  far  as  God  {hall  give  grace; 
doth  at  this  prefent,  and  till  fuch  time  as  the  faid  order 
<c  {hall  befet  forth,  inhibit  all  manner  of  perfons  whatfoever* 
“  to  preach  in  open  audience  in  the  pulpit  or  otherwife;  to 
“  the  intent  that  the  whole  clergy,  in  the  mean  {pace,  may 
“  apply  themfelves  in  prayer  to  Almighty  God,  for  the  bet- 
“  ter  atchieving  the  jfame  moft  godly  intent  and  purpofe.” 

At  the  fame  time  a  committee  of  divines  was  appointed  to 
examine  and  reform  the  offices  of  the  church  :*  thefe  were 
the  archbiffiops  of  Canterbury  and  Tork ;  the  bifliops  of 
London ,  Durham ,  Worcefter ,  Norwich ,  St.  Afaph ,  Salisbury , 
Coventry  and  Litchfield ,  Carlijle\  Briftol,  St.  Davids ,  Ely, 
Lincoln ,  Chichefter ,  Hereford ,  Weftminfter ,  and  Rochefter ;  with 
the  doctors  Cox,  May ,  Baylor,  Heins ,  Robert fon,  and  Redmayn. 
They  began  with  the  facrament  of  the  Eucharift,  in  which 
they  made  but  little  alteration,  leaving  the  office  of  the  mate 
as  itftood,  onlv  adding  to  it  fo  much  as  changed  it  into  a 
communion  in  both  kinds.  Auricular  Confeflion  was  left 
indifferent.  The  prieft  having  received  the  facrament  him-- 
felf,  was  to  turn  to  the  people  and  read  the  exhortation;  then 
followed  a  denunciation,  requiring  fuch  as  had  not  repented 
to  withdraw,  left  the  devil  fhould  enter  into  them  as  he  did 
into  ‘Judas.  Af  ter  a  little  paufe,  to  fee  if  any  would  with¬ 
draw,  followed  a  confeflion  of  fins  and  abfolution,  the  fame 
as  now  in  ufe;  after  which  the  facrament  was  adminiftered  in 
both  kinds  without  elevation.  This  office  was  publifhed  with 
a  proclamation,  declaring  bis  Majefty’s  intentions  to  proceed  to 
a  further  reformation ;  and  willing  his  fubjefts  not  to  run- 
before  his  direction,  affuring  them  of  his  earned  zeal  in  this 
affair,  and  hoping  they  would  quietly  tarry  for  it. 


*  Burnet’s  Hifh  B.cf.  vol.  ii.  p,  6:,  64. 
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In  reforming  the  other  offices  they  examined  and  compared 
the  Roimfh  miffals  of  Sarum,  York ,  Hereford,  Bangor,  and 
Lincoln ;  and  out  of  them  compofed  the  morning  and  evening 
lervice,  almoft  m  the  fame  form  as  it  (lands  at  prefen t;  only 
there  was  no  confeffion,  nor  abfolution.  It  would  have 
obviated  many  objefiions  if  the  committee  had  thrown  afide 
tne  mafs-book,  and  compofed  an  uniform  lervice  in  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  Scripture,  without  any  regard  to  the  church  of 
Rome;  but  this  they  were  not  aware  of,  or  the  times  would 
not  bear  it.  From  the  fame  materials,  they  compiled  a 
litany,  confiding  of  many  (hort  petitions,  interrupted  by 
fum  ages  ;  it  is  tne  fame  with  that  which  is  nowufed,  except 
the  petition  to  be  delivered  from  the  tyranny  of  the  bifhop 
of  Rome  and  all  his  detejlable  enormities ;  which,  in  the 

review  of  the  liturgy  in  Queen  Elizabeth's  time,  was  (truck 

out.  /  • 

In  the  adminiftration  ot  Baptifm  a  crofs  was  to  be  made  on 
the  child  s  forehead  and  bread,  and  the  devil  was  exorciied 
to  go  out,  and  enter  no  more  into  him.  The  child  was  to  be 
dipped  three  times  in  the  font,  on  the  right  and  left  fide, 
and  on  the  bread,  if  not  weak.  A  white  veflment  was  to  be 
put  upon  it  in  token  of  innocence;  and  it  was  to  be  anointed 
on  the  head,  with  a  (hort  prayer  for  the  un&ion  of  the 
Holy  Ghoft. 

In  order  to  Confirmation ,  thofe  that  came  were  to  be  cate- 
chifed;  then  the  bifhop  was  to  fign  them  with  the  crofs,  and 
lay  his  hands  upon  them,  in  the  name  of  the  Father,  Son, 
and  Holy  Ghoft. 

If  lick  perlons  defired  to  be  anointed,  the  pried  might  do 
it  upon  the  forehead  and  bread,  only  making  the  fign  of  the 
crols;  with  a  (hort  prayer  for  his  recovery. 

In  tne  office  of  Burial ,  the  foul  of  the  departed  perfon  is 
recommended  to  the  mercy  of  God;  and  the  minifter  is  to 
pray,  that  the  fins  which  he  committed  in  this  world  maybe 
forgiven  him,  and  that  he  may  be  admitted  into  heaven,  and 
his  body  raifed  at  the  laft  day. 

This  was  the  firft  fervice  book  or  liturgy  of  King  Edzvard 
VI.  We  have  no  certain  account  of  the  ufe  of  any  litur¬ 
gies  in  the  firft  ages  of  the  church;  thofe  of  St.  Mark,  St. 
James ,  and  that  of  Alexandria ,  being  manifeftly  fpurious. — - 
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It  is  not  till  the  latter  end  of  the  fourth  century  that  they  are 
firft  mentioned;  and  then  it  was  left  to  the  care  of  every 
bifliop  to  draw  up  a  form  of  prayer  for  his  own  church. — 
In  St.  Auftin' s  time  they  began  to  confult  about  an  agree¬ 
ment  of  prayers,  that  none  fhould  be  ufed  without  common 
advice;  but  ftill  there  was  no  uniformity.  Nay,  in  the  dark- 
eft  times  of  popery,  there  was  a  vaft  variety  of  forms  in  dif¬ 
ferent  fees,  witnefs  the  offices  fecundum  ufum  Sarum ,  Bangor , 
York)  &c.  But  our  reformers  fplit  upon  this  rock,  facrificing 
the  peace  of  the  church  to  a  miftaken  neceffity  of  an  exaft 
uniformity  of  do&rine  and  worftiip,  in  which  it  was  irnpof- 
fible  for  all  men  to  agree.  Had  they  drawn  up  divers  foims, 
or  left  a  difcretionary  latitude  for  tender  confciences,  as  to 
fome  particular  phrafes,  all  men  would  have  been  eafy,  and 
the  church  more  firmly  united  than  ever. 

The  like  is  to  be  obferved  as  to  rites  and  ceremonies  of  an 
indifferent  nature.  Nothing  is  more  certain,  than  that  the 
church  of  Rome  indulged  a  variety.  Every  religious  order 
(fays  bifliop  Burnet )#  had  their  peculiar  rites,  with  the  faint’s 
days  that  belonged  to  their  order,  and  fervices  for  them : 
but  our  reformers  thought  proper  to  infift  upon  an  exaft 
uniformity  of  habits  and  ceremonies  for  all  the  clergy; 
though  they  knew  many  of  them  were  exceptionable,  having 
been  abufed  to  idolatry;  and  were  a  yoke  which  fome  of 
the  moft  refolved  proteftants  could  not  bear.  Nay,  fo  great 
a  ftrefs  was  laid  upon  the  fquare  cap  and  furplice,  that  rather 
than  difpenfe  with  the  ufe  of  them  to  fome  tender  minds,  the 
billiops  were  content  to  part  with  their  beft  friends,  and  ha¬ 
zard  the  reformation  into  the  hands  of  the  papifts.  If  there 
muft  be  habits  and  ceremonies  for  decency  and  order,  why 
did  they  not  appoint  new  ones,  rather  than  retain  the  old, 
which  had  been  idolized  by  the  Papifts  to  fuch  a  degree, 
as  to  be  thought  to  have  a  magical  virtue  or  a  facramental 
efficacy?  Or  if  they  meant  this,  why  did  they  not  fpeak 
out,  and  go  on  with  the  confecration  of  them? 

The  council  had  it  fome  time  under  confideration,  whe¬ 
ther  thofe  veftments  in  which  the  priefts  ufed  to  officiate 
ftiouid  be  continued?  It  was  objected  agaijoft  them,  by  thofe 

f*  Hid.  Ref.  vol.ii.  p.  72. 
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who  had  been  confeffors  for  the  Proteftant  religion,  and 
others,  that  ‘  the  habits  were  parts  of  the  train  of  the  mafs: 

*  that  the  people  had  fuch  a  fuperftitious  opinion  of  them’ 
as  to  think  they  gave  an  efficacy  to  their  prayers,  and  that 
divine  feivice  faid  without  this  apparel  was  infiunificant; 

‘  whereas  at  bell  they  were  but  inventions  of  Popery,  and 

*  ought  to  be  deftroyed  with  that  idolatrous  religion.’ §  *  But 
it  was  faid  on  the  other  hand,  by  thole  divines  that  had 
ftaidin  England ,  and  weathered  the  (form  of  King  Henry's 
tyranny  by  a  politick  compliance,  and  concealment  of  their 
opinions,  that  ‘  church  habits  and  ceremonies,  were  indiffer- 
‘  ent>  and  might  be  appointed  by  the  magiftrates ;  that  white 

*  was  the  colour  of  the  priefts  garments  in  the  Mofaical  dif- 
‘  penfation ;  and  that  it  was  a  natural  expreffion  of  the 

*  purity  and  decency  that  became  priefts.  That  they  ought 
to  depart  no  further  from  the  church  of  Rome  than  lhe 

‘  had  departed  from  the  practice  of  the  primitive  church.’ 

Betides,  '  the  clergy  were  then  fo  poor,  that  they  could 
‘  ffiarce  afford  to  buy  themfelves  decent  clothes.’  But  did 
the  priefts  buy  their  own  garments?  Could  not  the  pariffi 
provide  a  gown,  or  fome  other  decent  apparel  for  the  prieft 
to  minifter  in  facred  things,  as  well  as  a  fquare  cap,  afurplice, 
a  cope,  or  a  tippet?  Were  thefe  the  habits  of  the  primitive 
clergy  before  the  rife  of  the  papacy  ?  But  upon  thefe  {lender 
reafons  the  garments  were  continued,  which  foon  after  divi¬ 
ded  the  reformers  among  themfelves,  and  gave  rife  to  the 
two  parties  of  conformifts  and  nonconformifts ;  archbilhop 
Cranmer  and  Ridley  being  at  the  head  of  the  former;  and 
bilhop  Hooper,  Rogers ,  with  the  foreign  divines,  being 
patrons  of  the  latter. 

The  parliament,  after  feveral  prorogations,  met  the  24th 
of  November  1548,  and  on  the  1 5th  of  "January  following,  the 
aft  confirming  the  new  liturgy  paffed  both  houfes  ;  the  biiliops 
of  London ,  Durham ,  Norwich,  Carlijle ,  Hereford,  Worcefter, 
Weftminfter  and  Chichefter,  protefting.  The  preamble  fets 
forth,  “  That  the  archbilhop  of  Canterbury,  with  other  learned 
“  bifhops  and  divines,  having  by  the  aid  of  the  Holy  Ghojl, 
“  with  one  uniform  agreement,  concluded  upon  an  order  of 

% 

§  Fuller’s  Church  Hiftory,  b.  7.  p.  402* 
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<€  divine  worflnp,  agreeable  to  Scripture  and  the  primitive 
€<  church,  the  parliament  having  confidered  the  book,  gave 
<f  the  King  their  moft  humble  thanks,  and  enacted,  that  from 
(<  the  feaft  of  Whitfundaj  1549,  all  divine  offices  fhould  be 
<c  performed  according  to  it;  and  that  fuch  of  the  clergy 
f<  as  refufed  to  do  it,  or  officiated  in  any  other  manner,  fhould 
<f  upon  the  firff  conviction  fliffer  fix  months  imprifonment, 
a  and  forfeit  a  year’s  profits  of  his  benefice;  for  the  fecond 
€€  offence  forfeit  all  his  church  preferments',  and  fuffer  a 
“  year’s  imprifonment;  and  for  the  third  offence  imprifon- 
a  ment  for  life.  Such  as  writ  or  printed  againft  the  book 
u  were  to  be  fined  10 /.  for  the  firff  offence;  20/.  for  the 
<c  fecond;  and  to  forfeit  all  their  goods,  and  be  imprifoned 
<c  for  life  for  the  third.”  It  ought  to  be  obferved,  that  this 
fervice  book  was  not  laid  before  the  convocation,  nor  any 
reprefentative  body  of  the  clergy:  and  whereas  it  is  find  to 
be  done  by  one  uniform  agreement ,  it  is  certain  that  four  of 
the  bifhops  employed  in  drawing  it  up  protefted  againft  it, 
viz.  the  bifliops  of  Norwich,  Hereford ,  Chichefter ,  and  Weft - 
rninfter .  But  if  the  liturgy  had  been  more  perfeft  than  it 
was,  the  penalties  by  which  it  was  impofed  were  fevere  and 
unchriftian,  contrary  to  Scripture  and  primitive  antiquity.]; 

As  foon  as  the  aft  took  place,  the  council  appointed  vifi- 
tors  to  fee  that  the  new  liturgy  was  received  all  over  England . 
Bonner ,  who  refolved  to  comply  in  every  thing,  lent  to  the 
dean  and  refidentiary  of  St.  Paul’s  to  ufe  it;  and  all  the 
clergy  were  fo  pliable,  that  the  vifitors  returned  no  com¬ 
plaints;  only  that  the  Lady  Mary  continued  to  have  mafs  faid 
in  her  houfe,  which  upon  the  interceffion  of  the  Emperor 
was  indulged  her  for  a  time.f  Gardiner  bifhop  of  Winchefter 
continued  if  ill  aprifoner  in  the  Tower,  without  being  brought 
to  a  trial,  for  refufing  to  fubmit  to  the  council’s  fupremacy 
while  the  King  was  under  age;  and  for  fome  other  com¬ 
plaints  againft  him.  His  imprifonment  was  certainly  illegal; 


t  Burnet’s  Hift.  Pvef.  vol.  ii.  p.  93,  94.. 

f  4  he  interceffion  of  the  Errtperor,  Carolus,  was  fupported  by  the  requi* 
ntion  of  the  council,  and  urged  by  the  importance  of  preferving  amity  with 
him.  But  the  King,  amiable  as  his  temper  appears  to  have  been,  with  tears 
oppofed  the  advice  of  his  council,  and  finally  denied  the  Emperor’s  fuit. 

Fox,  as  quoted  by  Croiby,  b.  i.  p.  44.  E. 
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it  was  unjudifiable  to  keep  a  man  in  prifon  two  years  upon 
a  bare  complaint;  and  then,  without  producing  any  evidence 
in  fupport  of  the  charge,  to  fift  him  by  articles  and  interro¬ 
gatories:  this  looked  too  much  like  an  inquifition;  but  the 
King  being  in  the  Pope’s  room  (fays  bifhop  Burnet )§  there 
were  fome  things  gathered  from  the  canon  law,  and  from 
the  proceedings  ex  officio,  that  rather  excufed  than  judified 
the  hard  meafures  he  met  with.  When  the  council  fent 
fecretary  Petre  to  the  bifhop,  to  know  whether  he  would 
fubfcribe  to  the  ufe  of  the  fervice  book,  he  confented  with 
fome  exceptions,  which  not  being  admitted,  he  was  threatened 
with  deprivation. 

But  the  new  liturgy  did  not  fit  well  upon  the  minds  of  the 
country  people,  who  were  for  going  on  in  their  old  way,  of 
wakes,  proceflions,  church  ales,  holidays,  cenfing  of  images, 
and  other  theatrical  rites,  which  (trike  the  minds  of  the  vul¬ 
gar:  thefe,  being  encouraged  by  the  old  monks  and  friars 
rofe  up  in  arms  in  feveral  counties,  but  were  foon  difperfed. 
The  mod  formidable  infurre&ions  were  thofe  of  Devonjhire 
and  Norfolk .  In  Devonffire  they  were  10,000  flrong,  and 
fent  the  following  articles  or  demands  to  the  King: 

1 .  “  That  the  fix  articles  fhould  be  redored. 

2.  <c  That  mafs  (hould  be  faid  in  Latin . 

3.  “  That  the  hod  (hould  be  elevated  and  adored. 

4.  <f  That  the  facrament  (hould  be  given  but  in  one  kind. 

5.  cc  That  images  (hould  be  fet  up  in  churches. 

6.  <c  That  the  fouls  in  purgatory  (hould  be  prayed  for. 

7.  <c  That  the  bible  fhould  be  called  in,  and  prohibited. 

8.  cc  That  the  new  fervice  book  drould  be  laid  afide,  and 
“  the  old  religion  redored.” 

An  anfwer  was  fent  from  court  to  thefe  demands;  but 
nothing  prevailed  on  the  enraged  multitude,  whom  the 
prieds  inflamed  with  all  the  artifice  they  could  devife,  carry¬ 
ing  the  hod  about  the  camp  in  a  cart,  that  all  might  fee  and 
adore  it.  They  befieged  the  city  of  Exeter ,  and  reduced  it  to 
the  lad  extremity;  but  the  inhabitants  defended  it  with  un¬ 
common  bravery,  till  they  were  relieved  by  the  Lord  Ruff  ell, 
who  with  a  very  final!  force  entered  the  town  and  difperfed 
the  rebels.  The  infurreftion  in  Norfolk  was  headed  by  one 

§  Hift.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  152. 
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Ket  a  tanner,  who  alTiimed  to  himfelf  the  power  of  judica¬ 
ture  under  an  old  oak,  called  from  thence  the  oak  of  reforma¬ 
tion.  He  did  not  pretend  much  of  religion,  but  to  place 
new  counfellors  about  the  King,  in  order  to  fupprcfs  the 
greatnefs  of  the  gentry,  and  advance  the  privileges  of  the 
commons.  The  rebels  were  20,000  ftrong;  but  the  Earl 
of  Warwick ,  with  6000  foot  and  1500  horfe,  quickly  dif- 
perfed  them.  Several  of  the  leaders  of  both  rebellions  were 
executed,  and  Ket  was  hanged  in  chains. 

The  hardships  the  reformers  underwent  in  the  late  reign 
from  the  fix  articles ,  fhould  have  made  them  tender  of  the 
lives  of  thofe  who  differed  from  the  prefent  ffandard.  Cran- 
mer  himfelf  had  been  a  Papijl,  a  Lutheran ,  and  was  now  a 
Sacrament  ary,  and  in  every  change  guilty  of  inexcufable 
feverities:  while  he  was  a  Lutheran  he  confented  to  the 
burning  of  John  Lambert  and  Anne  Afkew ,  for  thofe  very 
do&rines  for  which  himfelf  afterward  fuffered.  He  bore  hard 
upon  the  Papifts,  firetching  the  law  to  keep  their  moll 
active  leaders  in  prifon;  and  this  year  he  imbrued  his  hands 
in  the  biood  of  a  poor  frantick  woman,  Joan  Bocher ,  more 
fit  for  Bedlam  than  a  flake;  which  was  owing  not  to  any 
cruelty  in  the  archbifhop’s  temper,  but  by  thofe  miferable 
perfecuting  principles  by  which  he  was  governed. 

Among  others  that  fled  out  of  Germany  into  England , 
from  the  Ruflick  war ,  there  were  fome  that  went  by  the 
name  of  Anabaptifts  [diffeminating  their  errors,  and  making 
profelytes]  who,  befides  the  principle  of  adult  baptifm,  held 
feveral  wild  opinions  about  the  Trinity,  the  virgin  Mary ,  and 
the  perion  of  ChrifLj-  Complaint  being  made  of  them  to 

the 

f  It  is  to  be  wifhed  that  Mr.  Neal  had  not  chara&erifcd,  in  this  ftyle,  the 
ntiments  of  thefe  perfons ;  but  had  contented  himfelf,  without  infinuating 
his  own  judgment  of  their  tenets,  with  giving  his  readers  the  words  of  Bilhop 
Burnet.  For  calling  their  opinions  wild  notions,  will  have  a  tendency  with 
many  go  foften  their  refentment  againft  the  perfecuting  meafures,  which  Mr. 
Neal  juftly  condemns ;  and  be  confidered  as  furnifliing  an  apology  for  them. 
Bilhop  Burnet  fays,  ‘  upon  Luther’s  firll  preaching  in  Germany,  there  arofe 
many,  who,  building  on  fome  of  his  principles,  carried  things  much  fur- 
t“er  t  ian  did.  The  chief  foundation  he  laid  down  was,  that  the  Scrip¬ 
ture  <waS'  10  be  the  only  rule  of  Chriftians?  Upon  this,  many  argued  that 
t  ne  myitenes  of  the  Trinity,  and  Chrift’s  incarnation  and  fufferings,  of  the 
km  of  man,  and  the  aids  of  grace,  were  indeed  philofophical  fubtilties,  and 
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the  council  April  i 2th,  a  commiffion  was  ordered  to  the 
archbifliop  of  Canterbury ,  the  bilhops  of  Ely,  Worcefter , 
\yVeJhninJler\  Chicbefter ,  Lincoln ,  Rochefter ,  [Sir  W//z.  iV/r*, 
Sir  Thomas  Smith ,  Dr.  Co  a,  Dr.  Mrzjgj]  andfome  others,  any 
three  being  a  quorum,  to  examine  and  fearch  after  all  ana- 
baptifts,  hereticks,  or  contemners  of  the  common  prayer, 
whom  they  were  to  endeavour  to  reclaim,  and  after  penance 
to  give  them  abfolution;  but  if  they  continued  obftinate  they 
were  to  excommunicate,  imprifon,  and  deliver  them  over  to 
the  fecular  arm.  This  was  little  better  than  a  Proteftant 
inquilition.  People  had  generally  thought  that  all  the  fta- 
tutes  for  burning  hereticks  had  been  repealed ;  but  it  was 
now  faid,  that  hereticks  were  to  be  burnt  by  the  common 
law  of  England ;  and  that  the  ftatutes  were  only  for  direft- 
ing  the  manner  of  convi&ion;  fo  that  the  repealing  them 
did  not  take  away  that  which  was  grounded  upon  a  writ  at 
common  law .  Several  tradefmen  that  were  brought  before 
the  commiftioners  abjured;  but  Joan  Bocher ,  or  Joan  of 
Kent ,  obftinately  maintained,  that  c  Chrift  was  not  truly 
‘  incarnate  of  the  virgin,  whofe  flefh  being  fmful  he  could 
c  not  partake  of  it;  but  the  word,  by  the  confent  of  the 
4  inward  man  in  the  virgin,  took  flefh  of  her.’  Thefe  were 
her  words :  a  fcholaftick  nicety,  not  capable  of  doing  much 
mifchief,  and  far  from  delerving  fo  fevere  a  punifhment. — 
The  poor  woman  could  not  reconcile  the  fpotlefs  purity  of 
ChrifPs  human  nature,  with  his  receiving  flefli  from  a  flnful 
creature;  and  for  this  file  is  declared  an  obftinate  heretick, 
and  delivered  over  to  the  fecular  power  to  be  burnt.  When 
the  compaflionate  young  King  could  not  prevail  with  him- 
felf  to  fign  the  warrant  for  her  execution,  Cranmer  with  his 
fuperior  learning  was  employed  to  perfuade  him;  he  argued 
from  the  practice  of  the  Jewijh  church  in  ftoning  blafphe- 
mers,  which  rather  filenced  his  Highnefs  than  fatisfied  him: 
for  when  at  laft  he  yielded  to  the  archbifliop’ s  importunity. 


only  pretended  to  be  deduced  from  Scripture,  as  almoft  all  opinions  of 
religion  were,  and  therefore  they  rejected  them.  Amongft  thefe  the  bap- 
tifm  of  infants  was  one.  They  held  that  to  be  no  baptifm,  and  fo  were 
re-baptifed.  But  from  this,  which  was  moft  taken  notice  of,  as  being  a 
vifible  tiling,  they  carried  all  the  general  name  of  Anabaptifts . 

Hill.  Ref.  vol.ii.  p,  i  io.  Sec. 

he 
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he  told  him  with  tears  in  his  eyes,  that  if  he  did  wrong,  fmce 


it  was  in  fubmiffion  to  his  authority,  he  fhould  anfwer  for 
it  to  God.f  This  (truck  the  archbilhop  with  furprize,  but 
yet  he  fuffered  the  fentence  to  be  executed.  § 

Nor  did  his  Grace  renounce  his  burning  principles  as  long 
as  he  was  in  power;  for  about  two  years  after,  he  went 
through  the  fame  bloody  work  again.  One  George  Van 
Paris ,  a  Dutchman ,  being  convicted  of  faying,  that  God  the 
Father  was  only  God ,  and  that  Chrift  was  not  very  God ,  was 
dealt  with  to  abjure,  but  refuting,  he  was  condemned  in  the 


fame  manner  with  Joan  of  Kent ,  and  on  the  25  th  of  April 
J55 1,  was  burnt  in  man  of  a  drift 


man  of  a  drift 


and  virtuous  life,  and  very  devout;  he  fuffered  with  great 
conftancy  of  mind,  killing  the  (take  and  faggots  that  were  to 


burn  him.  No  part  of  archbilhop  Crammer' s  life  expofed 

,  >  him 


f  Burnet's  Hilt.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  1 12. 

§  Mr.  Neal,  reprefeating  j  oan  Bacher  as  a  poor  frantick  woman,  more  fit 
for  Bedlam  than  the  ftake,  and  as  ob,  inately  maintaining  her  opinion,  has 
not  jfpoken  fo  refpeftfully  of  her  as  her  character  and  the  truth  of  the  cafe 
required.  The  charge  of  obftinacy  wants  propriety  and  candour ;  for  though 
an  opinion  in  the  account  of  others  may  be  a  great  and  hurtful  error,  it 
cannot,  without  infincerity  and  the  violation  of  confidence,  be  renounced 
by  the  perfon  who  has  embraced  it,  until  his  judgment  is  convinced  of  its 
falfhood.  Arguments  which  produce  convidlion  in  one  mind,  do  not  carry 
the  fame  degree  of  clearnefs  and  ftrength  to  other  minds ;  and  men  are  very 
incompetent  judges  of  the  nature  and  force  of  evidence  neceffary  to  leave 
on  others  the  impreftions  they  themfelves  feel.  The  extraordinary  efforts 
ufed  to  bring  Joan  Bocher  to  retradl  her  opinion,  fhew  her  to  have  been  a 
perfon  of  note,  whofe  opinions  carried  more  weight  and  rcfpedl  than  it  can 
be  fuppofed  would  the  chimeras  of  a  frantic  woman.  The  account  which 
Mr.  Strype  gives  of  her  is  truly  honourable.  “  She  was  (he  fays)  a  great 
“  difperfer  of  Tindall’s  New  Teftament,  translated  by  him  into  Englijh, 
“  and  printed  at  Co  ten,  and  was  a  great  reader  of  Scripture  herielf. 

Which  book  alfo  fhe  difperfed  in  the  court,  and  fo  became  known  to  cer- 
“  tain  women  of  quality,  and  was  more  particularly  acquainted  with  Mrs. 
“  Anne  ftfeue .  She  ufed.,  for  the  more  fecrecy,  to  tie  the  books  with 
**  firings  under  her  apparel,  and  fo  pafs  with  them  into  the  court. ”§  By 
this  it  appears,  that  fhe  hazarded  her  life,  in  dangerous  times,  to  bring 
others  to  the  knowledge  of  God’s  word:  and,  by  Mr.  Neal’s  own  account, 
her  fentiments,  were  they  ever  fo  erroneous,  were  taken  up  out  of  refpeSl  to 
Chrift ;  for  “  fhe  could  not  reconcile  the  fpotlefs  purity  of  Chrift’ s  human 
nature,  with  his  receiving  flefh  from  a  finful  creature  ” 

§  Strype’s  Ecclefiaftical  Memorials,  vol.  ii.  p.  214,  as  quoted  in  Lindfay’s 
Apology.  4th  Ed.  p.  43,  and  in  his  Hiftorical  View  of  the  Unitarian 
Dodlrine  and  Worfhip,  p.  87. 
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him  more  than  this:  it  was  now  faid  by  the  Papifts,  that  they 
faw  men  of  harmlefs  lives  might  be  put  to  death  for  herefy 
by  the  confeffion  of  the  reformers  themfelves.  In  all  the 
books  publ idled  in  Queen  Mary9 s  days,  juftifying  her  feveri- 
ties  againfl  Proteftants,  thefe  inftances  were  always  produced; 
and  when  Cranmer  himfelf  was  brought  to  the  ftake  they 
caded  it  a  juft  retaliation.  But  neither  this,  nor  any  other 
arguments,  could  convince  the  divines  of  this  age,  of  the 
ablurdity  and  wickednefs  of  putting  men  to  death  for  con- 
fcience  fake. 

Bonner  bifliop  of  London ,  being  accufed  of  remifsnefs  in 
not  fettling  the  new  fervice  book  throughout  his  diocefe, 
and  being  fufpefted  of  difaffeftion  to  the  government,  was 
enjoined  to  declare  publickly  in  a  fermon  at  Paid9 s  crofs,  his 
belief  of  the  King’s  authority  while  under  age,  and  his 
approbation  of  the  new  fervice  book,  with  fome  other  arti¬ 
cles;  which  he  not  performing  to  the  council’s  fatisfaftion, 
was  cited  before  the  court  of  delegates,  and  after  feveral 
hearings,  in  which  he  behaved  with  great  arrogance,  fen- 
tence  of  deprivation  was  pronounced  again#  him  Sept.  23d, 
by  the  archbifnop  of  Canterbury ,  Ridley  bifliop  of  Rochefter , 
fecretary  Smithy  and  the  dean  of  St.  Paul9 s.  It  was  thought 
hard  to  proceed  to  fuch  extremities  with  a  man  for  a  meer 
omiffion;  for  Bonner  pleaded,  that  he  forgot  the  article  of 
the  King’s  authority  in  his  fermon;  and  it  was  yet  harder  to 
add  imprilonment  to  his  deprivation:  but  he  lived  to  take  a 
fevere  revenge  upon  his  judges  in  the  next  reign.  The 
vacant  fee  was  filled  up  with  Dr.  Ridley ,  who,  on  the  24th 
of  Feb.  1 549-50,  was  declared  bifliop  of  London  and  Weft- 
minfter ,  the  two  bifliopricks  being  united  in  him;  but  his 
confecration  was  deferred  to  the  next  year. 

The  parliament  that  met  the  14th  of  Nov.  revived  the 
aft  of  the  late  King,  impowering  his  Majefly  to  reform  the 
canon  law,  by  naming  thirty-two  perfons,  viz.  fixteen  of  the 
fpirituality,  of  whom  four  to  be  bifliops;  and  fixteen  of  the 
temporality,  of  whom  four  to  be  common  lawyers,  who 
within  three  years  ihould  compile  a  body  of  ecclefiaftical 
laws,  which,  not  being  contrary  to  the  ftatute  law,  fliould 
be  publiflied  by  the  King’s  warrant  under  the  great  feal,  and 
have  the  force  of  laws  in  the  ecclefiaftical  courts.  This 
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defign  was  formed,  and  very  far  advanced  in  King  Henry 
VIIFs  time,  but  the  troubles  that  attended  the  laft  part  of 
his  reign  prevented  the  finilhing  it.  It  was  now  refumed, 
and  in  purfuance  of  this  aft  a  commiffion  was  firft  given  to 
eight  perfons,  viz.  two  bilhops,  two  divines,  two  doftors  of 
law,  and  two  common  lawyers,  who  were  to  prepare  mate¬ 
rials  for  the  review  of  the  thirty-two;  but  the  preface  to 
the  printed  book  fays,  that  Cranmer  did  almoll  the  whole 
himfelf.*  It  was  not  finiffied  till  the  month  of  Feb.  1 552-53, 
when  another  commiffion  was  granted  to  thirty-two  perfons 
to  revife  it,  of  whom  the  former  eight  were  a  part,  viz. 
eight  biffiops,  eight  divines,  eight  civilians,  and  eight  com¬ 
mon  lawyers;  they  divided  themfelves  into  four  claffes,  and 
the  amendments  of  each  clafs  were  communicated  to  the 
whole.  Thus  the  work  was  finiffied,  being  digefted  into 
fifty-one  titles.  It  was  tranllated  into  Latin  by  Dr.  Haddon 
and  Sir  John  Cheek ;  but  before  it  received  the  royal  confir¬ 
mation  the  King  died;  nor  was  it  ever  revived  in  the  fucceed- 
ing  reigns.  Archbiffiop  Parker  firft  publilhed  it  in  the  year 
1571,  under  the  title  of  Reformatio  Legum  Anglicarum ,  &c* 
and  it  was  reprinted  1 640.  By  this  book  Cranmer  feems 
to  have  foftenedhis  burning  principles;  for  though,  under 
the  third  title  of  judgments  for  herefy,  he  lays  a  very  heavy 
load  upon  the  back  of  an  obflinate  heretick,  as  that  c  he 
6  ffiall  be  declared  infamous,  incapable  of  publick  trull,  or 
c  of  being  witnefs  in  any  court;  or  of  having  power  to 
c  make  a  will;  or  of  having  the  benefit  of  the  law;’  yet 
there  is  no  mention  of  capital  proceedings. 

Another  remarkable  aft,  paffed  this  feffion,j-  was  for 
ordaining  minillers;  it  appoints,  “  that  fuch  forms  of  or- 
daining  minillers  as  Ihould  be  fet  forth  by  the  advice  of  fix 
“  prelates  and  fix  divines,  to  be  named  by  the  King,  and 
authorized  under  the  great  feal,  fhould  be  ufed  after  April 
“  next,  and  no  other/’  Here  is  no  mention  again  of  a  con¬ 
vocation  or  fynod  of  divines;  nor  do  the  parliament  referve 
to  themfelves  a  right  of  judgment,  but  intrull  every  thing 
abfolutdy  with  the  crown.  The  committee  foon  fmillied 

*  Strype’s  Life  of  Cranmer,  p.  271. 
f  3d  and  4th  of  Edward  Vlth,  cap.  12. 
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their  Ordinal,  which  is  almoft  the  fame' with  that  now  in 
ufe.  They  take  no  notice  in  their  book  of  the  lower  orders 
in  the  church  of  Rome,  as  lubdeacons,  readers,  acolytes,  &c. 
but  confine  themfelves  to  bilhops,  priefts  and  deacons ; *  and 
here  it  is  obfervable,  that  the  form  of  ordaining  a  priell  and 
abilhop  is  the  fame,  there  being  no  exprefs  mention  in  the 
■words  of  ordination  whether  it  be  for  the  one  or  the  other 
office:*  this  has  been  altered  of  late  years,  fince  a  dillinction 
of  the  two  orders  has  been  fo  generally  admitted ;  but  that 
was  not  the  received  doctrine  of  thefe  times.  §  The  com¬ 
mittee  flruck  out  molt  of  the  modern  rites  of  the  church  of 
Rome,  and  contented  themfelves  flays  hilltop  Burned)  with 
thofe  mentioned  in  fcripture,  viz.  impojitwn  of  hands  and 
prayer.  The  gloves,  the  fandals,  the  mitre,  the  ring  and 
crofier,  which  had  been  uled  in  confecrating  hilltops,  were 
laid  afide.  The  anointing,  the  giving  confecrated  vellmentsT 
the  delivering  into  the  hands  veffels  for  confecrating  the 
eucharill,  with  a  power  to  offer  facrifice  for  the  dead  and 
living,  which  had  been  the  cuftom  in  the  ordination  of  a 
priell,  were  alfo  omitted.  But  when  the  hilltop  ordained, 
he  was  to  lay  one  hand  on  the  priell’ s  head,  and  with  his 
other  hand  to  give  him  a  bible  with  a  chalice  and  bread  in 
it.  The  chalice  and  bread  are  now  omitted;  as  is  the  pallo.- 
ral  flaff  in  the  confecration  of  a  bilhop.  By  the  rule  of 
this  ordinal  a  deacon  was  not  to  be  ordained  before  twenty- 
one,  a  priell  before  twenty-four,  nor  a  bilhop  before  he 
was  thirty  years  of  age. 

The  council  went  on  with  preffmg  the  new  liturgy  upon 
the  people,  who  were  Hill  inclined  in  many  places  to  the  old 
fervice;  but  to  put  it  out  of  their  power  to  continue  it,  it 
was  ordered  that  all  clergymen  Ihould  deliver  up  to  fuch 
perfons  whom  the  King  Ihould  appoint,  all  their  old  anti- 
phonals ,  mijfals ,  grayls ,  procejftonals ,  legends,  pies,  portuajes', 
&c.  and  to  fee  to  the  obferving  one  uniform  order  in  the 
church;  which  the  parliament  confirmed,  requiring  further, 
all  that  had  any  images  in  their  houles,  that  had  belonged 

*  Burnet’s  Hid.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  144. 

§  Fora  full  vindication  of  the  above  afiertions,  fee  Mr.  Neal’s  review, 
p,  860 — 64,  of  the  iflvcl.of  the  quarto  edition  of  his  Hiilory.  E. 

to 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


CHAP.  II. 


to  any  church,  to  deface  them;  and  to  dafli  out  of  their 
primers  all  prayers  to  the  faints. 

1550.  Ridley  being  now  bifhop  of  London ,  refolved 
upon  a  viiltation  of  his  diocefe.  His  injunctions  were,  as 
ufual,  to  enquire  into  the  doftrines  and  manners  of  the 
clergy;*  but  the  council  fent  him  a  letter  in  his  Majefty’s 
name,  to  fee  that  all  altars  were  taken  down,  and  to  require 
the  churchwardens  of  every  parilh  to  provide  a  table  de¬ 
cently  covered,  and  to  place  it  in  fuch  part  of  the  choir  or 
chancel  as  {liquid  be  mod  meet,  fo  that  the  minifters  and 
.  communicants  {liquid  be  fcparated  from  the  reft  of  the  peo¬ 
ple.  The  fame  injunctions  were  given  to  the  reft  of  the 
bifhops,  as  appears  by  the  collection  of  bifhop  Sparrow. — 
Ridley  began  with  his  own  cathedral  at  St.  Paul1  s,  where  he 
ordered  the  wall  on  the  back-fide  of  the  altar  to  be  broken 
down,  and  a  decent  table  to  be  placed  in  its  room;  and  this 
was  done  in  moil  churches  throughout  the  province  of 
Canterbury .  The  reafons  for  this  alteration  were  thefe : 

1.  “  Becaufe  our  Saviour  inftituted  the  facrament  at  a 
“  table,  and  not  at  an  altar. 

2.  “  Becaufe  Chriil  is  not  to  be  facrificed  over  again,  but 
£C  his  body  and  blood  to  be  fpiritually  eaten  and  drunk  at  the 
46  holy  fupper;  for  which  a  table  is  more  proper  than  an 
cc  altar. 


3.  u  Becaufe  the  Holy  Ghoft,  fpeaking  of  the  Lord’s  fup- 
64  per,  calls  it  the  horde s  table ,  1  Cor.  x.  21,  but  no  where 
u  an  altar. 

4.  “  The  canons  of  the  council  of  Nice,  as  well  as  the 
“  fathers  St.  Chryfojlom  and  St.  Augujline ,  call  it  the  Lord’s 
46  table;  and  though  they  fometimes  call  it  an  altar,  it  is  to 
66  be  underftood  figuratively. 

5.  64  An  altar  has  relation  to  a  facrifice;  fo  that  if  wre 
“  retain  the  one  we  muft  admit  the  other;  which  would  give 
u  great  countenance  to  mafs-priefts. 

6.  “  There  are  many  paffages  in  ancient  writers,  that 
u  {hew  that  communion  tables  were  of  wood,  that  they  were 

*  Among  the  other  articles  which  he  put  to  the  inferior  clergy,  this  was 
one:  “  Whether  any  anabap lifts  or  others,  ufed  private  conventicles,  with 
different  opinions  and  forms  from  thofe  eflablifhed,  and  with  other  quef- 
dojis  about  baptifm  and  marriages.”  Crofbv,  vol.  i.  p.  5 1. 


“  made 
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“  ™ade  like  tables;  and  that  thofe  who  fled  into  churches 
“  for  fanftuary  did  hide  themfelves  under  them. 

7.  “The  mod  learned  foreign  divines  have  declared 
againu  altars;  as  Bucer,  Oecolampadius,  Zuinglius,  Bullin- 
ger,  Calvin ,  P.  Martyr ,  Joannes  Alafco ,  Hedio,  Capita , 
&c.  and  have  removed  them  out  of  their  feveral  churches; 
“  only  the  Lutheran  churches  retain  them.”* 

Ridley,  Cranmer,  Latimer,  and  the  reft  of  the  Englifh 
reformers,  were  unanimoufly  of  opinion,  that  the  retaining 
altars  would  ferve  only  to  nourifh  in  people’s  minds  the  fu- 
peritmous  opinion  of  a  propitiatory  mafs ,  and  would  minifter 
an  occafion  of  offence  and  divifion  among  the  godly;  and 
the  next  age  will  fhew  they  were  not  miftaken  in’  their  con¬ 
jectures.  But  iome  of  the  bifhops  refufed  to  comply  with 
the  council  s  order;  as  Day  bilhop  of  Chichejler. ,  and  Heath 
of  Worcefter,  infilling  on  the  apoftle’s  words  to  the  Hebrews, 
lie  have  an  altar ;  and  rather  than  comply  they  fullered 
themfelves  to  be  deprived  of  their  bifhopricks  for  contu¬ 
macy,  October  1 55 1  *  Preachers  were  fent  into  the  coun¬ 
tries  to  reffify  the  people’s  prejudices,  which  had  a  very 
good  effeft;  and  if  they  had  taken  the  fame  methods  with 
respect  to  the  habits,  and  other  relicks  of  Popery,  thefe  would 
hardly  have,  kept  their  ground,  and  the  reformers  would 
have  affed  a  more  confiftent  and  prudent  part. 

d  he  fad  confecjuences  of  retaining  the  Popifli  garments  in 
the  fervice  of  the  church,  began  to  appear  this  year:  a  de¬ 
bate,  one  would  think,  of  fmall  confequence;  but  at  this 
time  apprehended  of  great  importance  to  the  reformation. 
The  people  having  been  bred  up  in  a  fuperftitious  venera¬ 
tion  for  the  prieft’s  garments,  were  taught  that  they  were 
facred ;  that  without  them  no  adminiftrations  were  valid;  that 
mere  was  a  fort  of  virtue  conveyed  into  them  by  confecra- 
non ;  and  in  a  word,  that  they  were  of  the  fame  importance 
to  a  Chriftian  clergyman,  as  the  priefts’  garments  of  old 
were  in  their  miniftrations;  it  was  time  therefore  to  difabufe 
them.  '  1  he  debate  began  upon  occafion  of  Dr.  Hooper's 
nomination  to  the  bifhoprick  of  Gloucefter,  in  the  room  of 
Dr.  Wakeman ,  who  died  in  December  1549. 

*  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  i.  p.  162.  Hift,  Ref.  vol.  iii.  p.  1 38. 
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Dr.  Hooper  was  a  zealous,  pious,  and  learned  man:  he 
went  out  of  England  in  the  latter  end  of  King  Elenry’s  reign, 
and  lived  at  Zurich  at  a  time  when  all  Germany  was  in  a 
flame  on  account  of  the  Interim ;  which  was  a  form  of  wor- 
Ihip  contrived  to  keep  up  the  exterior  face  of  Popery,  with 
the  foftenings  of  fome  other  fenfes  put  upon  things.  Upon 
this  arofe  a  great  and  important  queftion  among  the  Germans , 
concerning  the  ufe  of  things  indifferent.f  It  was  faid,  4  if 
c  things  were  indifferent  in  themfelves  they  were  lawful ;  and 
6  that  it  was  the  fubjeft’s  duty  to  obey  when  commanded/  So 
the  old  Popifli  rites  were  kept  up,  on  purpofe  to  draw  the 
people  more  eafily  back  to  Popery.  Out  of  this  another 
queftion  arofe,  4  whether  it  was  lawful  to  obey  in  things  in- 
c  different,  when  it  wasrcertain  they  were  enjoined  with  an 
'  c  ill  defign?’  To  which  it  was  replied,  that  the  defigns  of 
legiflators  were  not  to  be  enquired  into.  This  created  a  vaft 
diftra&ion  in  the  country:  fome  conformed  to  the  Interim; 
but  the  major  part  were  firm  to  their  principles,  and  were 
turned  out  of  their  livings  for  difohedience.  Thofe  who 
complied  were  for  the  moft  part  Lutherans ,  and  carried  the 
name  of  Adiaphorijls ,  from  the  Greek  word,  that  fignifies, 
things  indifferent.  But  the  reft  of  the  reformed  were  for 
fhaking  off  all  the  relicks  of  Popery,  with  the  hazard  of  all 
that  was  dear  to  them  in  the  world;  particularly  at  Zurich , 
where  Hooper  was,  they  were  zealous  againft  any  compli¬ 
ance  writh  the  Interim,  or  the  ufe  of  the  old  rites  prefcri- 
bed  by  it. 

With  thefe  principles  Hooper  came  over  to  England \  and 
applied  himfelf  to  preaching  and  explaining  the  Scriptures 
to  the  people;  he  was  in  the  pulpit  almoft  every  day  in  the 
week,  and  his  fermons  were  fo  popular,  that  all  the  churches 
were  crouded  where  he  preached.  His  fame  foon  reached 
the  court,  where  Dr.  Poynet  and  he  were  appointed  to  preach 
all  the  Lent  fermons.  He  was  a!fo  fent  to  preach  throughout 
the  counties  or  Kent  and  EJfex ,  in  order  to  reconcile  the 
people  to  the  reformation.  At  length,  in  the  month  of 
July  1550,  he  was  appointed  bifliop  of  Gloucejler  by  letters 
patent  from  the  King,  but  declined  it  for  two  reafons, 


Be- 


f  Mill.  Ref.  vol.  ill.  p.  199, 
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?\  B^caufe  of  the  form  of  the  oath,  which  he  calls  foul 
and  impious.  And, 

2.  By  reafon  of  the  Aaronical  habits. 

.  .  c^.e  oat'1  's  meant  the  oath  of  fupremacy,§  which  was 
m  this  form,  ‘  By  God,  by  the  faints,  arid  by  the  Holy 
‘  (;holt’’  w!lich  Hooper  thought  impioris,  becaufe  God 
only  ought  to  be  appealed  to  in  an  oath,  for  as  much  as  he 
only  knows  the  thoughts  of  men.  The  young  Kin?  beino 
convinced  of  this,  {truck  out  the  words  with  his  own  pen.f 

But  the  fcruple  about  the  habits  was  not  fo  eafily  got 
over.  The  King  and  council  were  inclined  to  difpenfe  with 
t  lem ;  but  Ridley  and  the  reft  of  the  bifhops  that  had  worn 
the  habits  were  of  another  mind,  faying  ‘  the  thino-  was  in¬ 
different,  and  therefore  the  law  ought  to  be  obeyed!’- 
This  had  fuch  an  influence  upon  the  council,  that  all  Hooper’s 
objeftions  were  afterwards  heard  with  great  prejudice.  It 
difcovered  but  an  ill  fpirit  in  the  reformers,  not  to  fuffer 
Hooper  to  decline  his  bifhoprick,  nor  yet  to  difpenfe  with 
thofe  habits  which  he  thought  unlawful.  Hooper  was  as 
much  for  the  clergy’s  wearing  a  decent  and  diftinft  habit 
from  the  laity,  as  Ridley ,  but  prayed  to  be  excufed  from  the 
old  fymbolizing  Popffh  garments, 

1.  Becaufe  they  had  no  countenance  in  Scripture  or  pri¬ 
mitive  antiquity. 

2.  Becaufe  they  were  the  inventions  of  antichrift,  and 
were  introduced  into  the  church  in  the  corrupted:  ages  of 
Chriflianity. 

3.  Becaufe  they  had  been  abufed  to  fuperftition  and  idola¬ 
try,  particularly  in  the  pompous  celebration  of  the  mafs; 
and  therefore  were  not  indifferent. 

4-  To  continue  the  ufe  of  thefe  garments,  was,  in  his 
opinion,  to  fymbolize  with  antichrift,  to  miflead  the  people, 

and  was  inconfiftent  with  the  fimplicity  of  the  Chriftian 
religion. 


Cranmer  was  inclined  to  yield  to  thefe  reafons;  hut  Ridley 
and  Goodrich  infilled  ftrongly  on  obedience  to  the  laws. 


§  Mr.  Fuller,  when  he  w  rote  his  Church  Hidory,  conceived  that  the 
oath  Eidiop  Hooper  refuied,  was  that  of  canonical  obedience,  but  wrhen  he 
pub!  ifhed  his  Worthies,  he  was  convinced  of  his  millake,  and  corre&edit. 
Neal’s  Review.  Ed.  f  Hilt,  Ref  yob  iii,  p.  203.- 
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affirming,  that  f  in  matters  of  rites  and  ceremonies,  cuftom  Was; 
*  a  good  argument  for  the  continuance  of  thofe  that  had  beerv 
f  long  ufedd  But  this  argument  feemed  to  go  too  far,  becaufe 
it  might  be  ufed  for  the  retaining  all  thofe  other  rites  and 
ceremonies  of  Popery  which  had  been  long  ufed  in  the 
church,  but  were  now  aboli  filed  by  thefe  reformers  them- 
felves. 

Hooper ,  not  willing  to  rely  upon  his  own  judgment,  wrote 
to  Bucer  at  Cambridge ,  and  to  Peter  Martyr  at  Oxford ,  who 
gave  their  opinions  againfl  the  habits,  as  inventions  of  anti- 
c'hrift,  andwifhed  them  removed;  as  will  appear  more  fully 
in  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth but  were  of  opinion,  fmce 
thebifliops  were  fo  refolute,  that  he  might  acquiefce  in  the 
uie  of  them  for  a  time  till  they  were  taken  away  by  law: 
and  the  rather,  becaufe  the-  reformation  was  in  its  infancy, 
and  it  would  give  occafion  of  triumph  to  the  common  ene¬ 
my  to  fee  the  reformers  at  variance  among  themfelves.  The 
divines  of  Switzerland  and  Geneva  were  of  the  fame  mind, 
being  unwilling  that  a  clergyman  of  fo  much  learning  and 
piety,  and  fo  zealous  for  the  reformation,  as  Hooper  was, 
ihouid  be  ftlenced;  they  therefore  advifed  him  to  comply 
for  the  prefent,  that  he  might  be  the  more  capable  by  his 
authority  and- influence  in  the  church,  to  get  them  laid  afide. 
But  thefe  reafonsnot  fat-isfyingf/^^er’s  confcience,  he  con¬ 
tinued  to  refufe  for  above  nine  months. 

The  governing  prelates  being  provoked  with  his  ftiffnefs, 
refolved  not  to  fuffer  fuch  a  precedent  of  difobedience  to  the 
ecclefiaftical  laws  to  go  unpunifhed.  Hooper  muff  be  a  bifliop, 
and  mud  be  confecrated  in  the  manner  others  had  been,  and 
wear  the  habits  the  law  appointed ;  and  to  force  him  to 
comply  he  was  ferved  with  an  order  of  council,  firlt  to  filence- 
him,  and  then  to  confine  him  to  his  houfe.  The  do&or 
thought  this  ufage  very  fevere:  to  mifs  his  promotion  was 
no  difappointment,  but  to  be  perfecuted  about  clothes,  by 
men  of  the  fame  faith  with  himfelf,  and  to  lofe  his  liberty 
becaufe  he  would  not  be  a  bifliop,  and  in  the  fafhion,  this 
(fays  Mr.  Collier)  was  poffibly  more  than  he  well  understood. 
After  fome  time  Hooper  was  committed  to  the  cuflcdy  of 


r 
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Ecclef.  Hift.  vol.  ii.  p.  297. 
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Cranmer ,  who,  not  being  able  to  bring  him  to  conformity, 
complained  to  the  council,  who  thereupon  ordered  him  into 
the  Fleet,  where  he  continued  fome  months,  to  the  reproach 
of  the  lefoimeis.  At  length  he  laid  his  cafe  before  the 
earl  of  Warwick ,  who  by  the  King's  own  motion  wrote  to  the 
archbifhop  to  difpenfe  with  the  habits  at  his  confecratiom 
but  Cranmer  alledged  the  danger  of  a  praemunires  upon 
which  a  letter  was  lent  from  the  King  and  council  to  the 
archbifhop,  and  other  bilhops  to  be  concerned  in  the  confe¬ 
ction,  warranting  them  to  difpenfe  with  the  garments,  and 
difeharging  them  of  all  manner  of  dangers,  penalties  and 
forfeitures  they  might  incur  any  manner  of  way  by  omitting 
the  fame:  but  though  this  letter  was  dated  Auguji  the  5th^ 
y  uch  was  the  reluftance  of  Cranmer  and  Ridley ,  that 
Hooper  was  not  confecrated  till  March  following;  in  which 
time,  fays  bifhop  Burnet ,j-  the  matter  was  in  fome  fort  com- 
promifed;  Hooper  confenting  to  be  robed  in  his  habits  at  his 
confecration,  when  he  preached  before  the  King,  or  in  his 
cathedral,  or  in  any  public  place,  but  to  be  difpenfed  with 
at  other  times.  Accordingly, §  being  appointed  to  preach 
before  the  King,  he  came  forth  (fays  Mr.  Fox )  like  a  new 
player  on  the  ltage:  his  upper  garment  w^as  a  long  fcarlet 
chymere  down  to  the  foot,  and  under  that  a  white  linen 
rochet  that  covered  all  his  Ihoulders,  and  a  four  fquare  cap 
uppn  his  head;  but  he  took  it  patiently  for  the  publick  pro¬ 
fit  of  the  church.  |  After  this  Hooper  retired  to  his  diocefe, 
and  preached  fometimes  two  or  three  times  a  day,  to  crouds 
of  people  that  hungred  for  the  word  of  life:  he  was  impar¬ 
tial  and  zealous  in  the  faithful  difeharge  of  every  branch  of 
his  epifcopal  charafter,  even  beyond  his  ftrength,  and  was 
himfelf  a  pattern  of  what  he  taught  to  others. 

In  the  King’s  letter  to  the  archbifhop,  Hooper  is  find  to  be 
a  divine  of  great  knowdedge,  deep  judgment,  and  long  ftudy 

j 

f  Hill.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  1 66, 

§  Mr  Neal,  in  his  review,  adds  from  Mr.  Fox,  that  “  Bilhop  Hooper 
*c  was  conftrained  to  appear  once  in  public  attired  after  the  manner  of  other 
“  bifhops,  which  unlefs  he  had  done,  fome  think  there  was  a  contrivance  to 
<f  take  away  his  life  ;  for  his  fervant  told  me,  (fays  Mr.  Fox)  that  the  Duke 
“  of  Suffolk  fent  fuch  word  to  Hooper,  who  was  not  himfelf  ignorant  of 
“  what  was  doing.”  Ed.  J  Fuller’s  Abel  Redivivus,  p.  173. 
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both  in  the  Scriptures  and  prophane  learning;  as  alfo,  a 
perfon  of  good  difcretion,  ready  utterance,  and  of  an  honeft 
life:  but  all  thefe  qualifications  muft  be  buried  in  iilence  and 
a  prifon,  at  a  time  when  there  was  a  famine  of  the  word, 
rather  than  the  above-mentioned  uniformity  in  drefs  be  dil- 
penfed  with. 

Mold  of  the  reforming  clergy  were  with  Hooper  in  this 
controverfy;  feveral  that  had  ful3mitted  to  the  habits  in  the 
late  reign  laid  them  afide  in  this,  as  the  bifhops  Latimer  and 
Cover dale ,  Dr.  Taylor ,  Phi /pot,  Bradford ,  and  others,  who 
laid  down  their  lives  for  the  Proteftant  faith.*  In  fome  or¬ 
dinations  Cranmer  and  Ridley  difpenfed  with  the  habits;  for 
Mr.  Thomas  S'ampfon,  parfon  of  Bread-fireet,  London ,  after¬ 
wards  one  of  the  heads  of  the  Puritans,  and  fucceffively 
dean  of  Chichefter  and  Chriftchurch ,  in  a  letter  to  fecretary 
Cecil,  writes,  ‘  that  at  his  ordination  by  Cranmer  and  Ridley , 
c  he  excepted  againft  the  apparel,  and  was  neverthelefs  per- 
*  mitted  and  admitted.5 J  If  they  had  not  done  fo  on  fome 
occafions,  there  would  not  have  been  clergymen  to  fupport 
the  reformation.  Bifhop  Burnet  fays,  they  faw  their  error, 
and  defigned  to  procure  an  aft  to  abolifh  the  Popifh  garments ; 
but  whether  this  were  fo  or  not,  it  is  certain  that  in  the 
next  reign  they  repented  their  conduft;  for  when  Ridley  was 
in  prifon  he  wrote  a  letter  to  Hooper ,  in  which  he  calls  him 
c  his  dear  brother  and  fellow  elder  in  Chrift;’  and  defires  a 
mutual  forgivenefs  and  reconciliation.  And  when  he  and 
Cranmer  came  to  be  degraded,  they  fmiled  at  the  ridiculous 
attire  with  which  they  wrere  clothed,  and  declared  they  had 
long  lince  laid  alide  all  regards  to  that  pageantry.  § 

This  behaviour  of  the  bifhops  towards  the  King’s  natural- 
born  fubjefts  was  the  more  extraordinary,  becaufe  a  latitude 
was  allowed  to  foreign  Proteflants  to  worfhip  God  after  the 
manner  of  their  country,  without  any  regard  to  the  Popifh 
veftments:  for  this  year  a  church  of  German  refugees  ws* 
eftablifhed  at  St.  Auf/rfs  in  London ,  and  erefted  into  a  cor- 


*  Pierce’s  Vind.  p.  3 1,  32,  33.  J  Strype’s  Life  of  Cranmer,  p.  192. 

$  Biftiop  Maddox  maintained,  that  the  habits  put  on  thole  reformers  were 
the  Popifh  habits,  which  was  the  ground  of  their  diflike.  Mr.  Neal,  in 
his  Review,  controverts  the  truth,  and  expofes  the  futility  of  this  diftinc- 
don.  Edit. 

-Vol.  I.  F  potation 
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poration  under  the  direction  of  'John  a  Lafco ,  fuperintendant 
of  all  the  foreign  churches  in  London ,  with  whom  were 
joined  four  other  minifters;  and  as  a  mark  of  favour  380  of 
the  congregation  were  made  denizens  of  England.  The 
preamble  to  the  patent  lets  forth,  that  the  German  church 
made  profeffion  of  pure  and  uncorrupted  religion,  and  was 
inftrufted  in  truly  Chriftian  and  apoftolical  opinions  and 
rites.*  In  the  patent  which  incorporates  them  there  is  the 
following  claufe:  “  Item ,  We  command,  and  peremptorily 
“  enjoin  our  lord-mayor,  aldermen,  and  magiltrates  of  the 
“  city  of  London ,  and  their  fucceffors,  with  all  archbilhops, 

biilrops,  juftices  of  the  peace,  and  all  officers  and  minifters 
“  whatfoever,  that  they  permit  the  faid  fuperintendant  and 
“  minifters  to  enjoy  and  exercife  their  own  proper  rites  and 
“  ceremonies,  and  their  own  proper  and  peculiar  ecclefiafti- 
“  cal  difcipline,  though  differing  from  the  rites  and  ceremo- 
“  nies  ufed  in  our  kingdom,  without  impediment,  let,  or 
“  difturbance;  any  law,  proclamation,  or  injunction  hereto- 
“  fore  publifhed  to  the  contrary  notwithftanding.” 

yohn  a  Lafco  was  a  Polander  of  noble  birth;  and,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  words  of  the  patent,  a  man  very  famous  for  learn¬ 
ing,  and  for  integrity  of  life  and  manners.  He  was  in  high 
efteem  with  the  great  Erafmus ,  who  fays,  that  he,  though 
an  old  man,  had  profited  much  by  his  converfation.  And 
Peter  Martyr  calls  him  his  mold  learned  patron.-)-  But  he 
did  not  pleafe  the  ruling  prelates,  becaufe  he  took  part  with 
Hooper ,  and  wrote  againft  the  Popiflr  garments,  and  for  the 
pofture  of  fitting  rather  than  kneeling  at  the  Lord’s  Supper. § 

*  Burnet’s  Hift.  Ref.  in  Records,  vol.  ii.  No.  5  1 . 
f  Strype’s  Life  of  Cranmer,  p.  239. 

§  About  the  end  of  December  1  350,  after  many  cavils  in  the  date,  Bifhop 
Burnet  informs  us,  that  an  ad  palled  for  the  King  ’s  general  pardon,  wherein 
the  Anabaptifts  were  excepted.  Crolby,  vol.  i.  p.  50. 

Mr.  Neal ,  in  his  review  of  the  tranfadions  of  this  year,  has  alfo  omitted 
to  inform  his  readers,  that  the  doctrines  efb.blifhed  by  the  reformers  by  no 
means  met  with  an  implicit  reception  from  all.  T  he  dodrine  of  the  Tri¬ 
nity  was  denied  by  many,  and  Unitarian  Dntlments  were  io  plainly  avowed, 
and  fpread  io  fall,  that  the  leading  churchmen  were  alarmed  at  it,  and  feared 
their  generally  prevailing.  Mr.  Strype' s  words  are,  “  Arianifm  now  fhewed 
“  itfelf  fo  openly,  and  was  in  fucli  danger  of  fpreading  farther,  that  it  was 
“  thought  necefary  to  fupprefs  it,  by  ufing  more  rugged  methods  than 
“  Teemed  agreeable  to  the  merciful  principles  of  the  profeffion  of  the  gof- 
"  pel.”  Lindfey’s  Hiflorical  View  of  the  State  of  the  Unitarian  Dodrine, 
and  Wcrfhip,  p.  84.  Edit. 


1, 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


CHAP.  II. 


1551.  Upon  the  tranflation  of  Ridley  to  the  fee  of  Lon¬ 
don,  Dr.  Poynet  was  declared  bilhop  of  liochejler ,  and  Cover- 
dale,  coadjutor  to  Veyfey ,  bilhop  of  Exeter.  The  fee  of  Win- 
chejler  had  been  two  years  as  good  as  vacant  by  the  lono- 
imprifonment  of  Gardiner,  who  had  been  confined  all  this 
time  without  being  brought  to  a  trial :  the  bilhop  complained 
of  this  to  the  council,  who  thereupon  ilfued  out  a  commiHion 
to  the  archbilhop  of  Canterbury,  the  billiops  of  London,  Ely, 
and  Lincoln,  with  fecretary  Pet  re,  judge  Hales,  two  civilians, 
and  two  mailers  in  chancery,  to  proceed  again  it  him  for 
contempt.  It  was  objected  to  him,  that  he  refufed  to  preach 
concerning  the  King’s  power  while  under  age;  that  he  had 
been  negligent  in  obeying  the  King’s  injunctions,  and  was 
fo  obftinate  that  he  would  not  alk  the  King  mercy.  It  was 
the  declared  opinion  of  the  Popilh  clergy  at  this  time,  that 
the  King’s  laws  were  to  be  obeyed,  but  not  the  orders  of 
his  council;  and  therefore  that  all  things  lliould  remain  as 
the  late  King  left  them,  till  the  prefent  King,  now  a  child, 
came  of  age.  Phis  the  rebels  in  Devon  pleaded,  as  well  as 
the  Lady  Mary  and  others.  For  the  fame  opinion  Gardiner 
was  deprived  of  his  bilhoprick  April  i8th,f  upon  which  he 
appealed  to  the  King  when  at  age;  and  fo  his  procefs  ended, 
and  he  was  fent  back  to  the  Tower,  where  he  lay  till  Queen 
Mary  difcharged  him.  Nothing  can  be  faid  in  vindication 
of  this  feverity  but  this,  that  both  he  and  Bonner  had  taken 
out  commiffions,  with  the  reft  of  the  billiops,  to  hold  their 
bilhopricks  only  during  the  King’s  pleafure;  which  gave  the 
regents  a  right  to  difplace  them  whenfoever  they  pleafed. 

^ 1  *  Poynet  was  tranflated  from  Rochejlerxo  Witichejler ;  Dr. 
Story  was  made  bilhop  of  Rochejler-,  and  Veyfey  refigningj 
Cover  dale  was  made  bilhop  of  Exeter  in  his  room;  fo  that 
now  the  bench  of  bifhops  had  a  majority  for  the  reformation. 

It  was  therefore  refolved  in  council  to  reform  the  doctrine 
of  the  church.  Archbilhop  Cranmer  and  bilhop  Ridley  were 
appointed  to  this  work,  who  framed  forty-two  articles  upon 
the  chief  points  of  the  Chrillian  faith ;  copies'of  which  were 
fent  to  the  other  billiops  and  learned  divines,  for  their  cor- 
reftions  and  amendments;  after  which  the  archbilhop  re- 


t  Strype's  Life  of  Cranmer,  p.  191. 
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viewed  them  a  fecond  time,  and  having  given  them  his  laft 
hand  prefented  them  to  the  council,  where  they  received 
the  royal  fan&ion.J  This  was  another  high  act  of  the 
fupremacy;  for  the  articles  were  not  brought  into  parlia¬ 
ment,  nor  agreed  upon  in  convocation;^  as  they  ought  to 
have  been,  and  as  the  title  feems  to  exprefs:  when  this 
was  afterwards  objected  to  Cranmer  as  a  fraud  in  the  next 
reign,  he  owned  the  charge,  but  faicl,  he  was  ignorant  of 
the  title,  and  complained  of  it  to  the  council,  who  told  him, 
the  book  was  fo  entitled,  becaufe  it  was  publithed  in  the 
time \of  the  convocation;  which  was  no  better  than  a  col- 
lufion.  It  is  entitled,  c  Articles  agreed  upon  by  the  bifliops 
6  and  other  learned  men  in  the  convocation  held  at  London  in 
c  the  year  1552,  for  the  avoiding  diverfity  of  opinions,  and 
*  eftabl idling  confent  touching  true  religion.  Publifhed  by 
4  the  King’s  authority.’  Thefe  articles  are  for  fubftance  the 
fame  with  thofe  now  in  ufe,  being  reduced  to  the  number  of 
thirty-nine  in  the  beginning  of  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth , 
where  the  reader  will  meet  with  the  correftionsf  and  altera- 


J  Hid.  Ref.  vol.  iii.  p.  210. 

§  Bilhop  Maddox  obje&ed  to  this  representation,  and  faid  it  was  confuted 
by  Archbifhop  Wake,  who  had  examined  the  matter  fully.  Mr.  Neal  reds 
the  vindication  of  his  date  of  it  on  the  authority  of  Bifhop  Burnet ,  fupported 
by  the  remark  of  Mr.  Collyer ;  who  fays,  “  Tis  pretty  plain  they  were 
<<  palled  by  feme  members  of  convocation  only,  delegated  by  both  houfes* 
<f  as  appears  by  the  very  title.  Articles  agreed  upon  in  the  Jy  nod  oj  Lon - 
<(  don ,  by  the  bilhops  and  certain  other  learned  men.”  Eccles.  Hid,  vol.  if 
«  p.  325.  Neal’s  Review.  Editor. 


f  An  alteration  in  the  28th  article  is  not  noticed  by  Mr.  Neal ,  in  the 
place  to  which  he  refers.  The  lad  claufe  of  the  article  was  laid  down  in 
thefe  words:  “  The  cudom  of  the  church  for  baptifmg  young  children  is 
“  both  to  be  commended ,  and  by  all  means  to  be  retained  in  the  church. 
This  claufe  was  left  out  of  Queen  Elizabeth's  articles.  It  feems  by  this, 
however,  obferves  Crojly,  “  that  the  fird  reformers  did  not  found  the  prac- 
<<  tice  of  infant  baptifm  upon  Scripture ;  but  took  it  only  as  a  commendable 
cudom,  that  had  been  ufed  in  the  Chridian  church,  and  therefore  ought 
«  tobe  retained.”*  But  what  fhall  we  think  of,  rather  how  fhould  we 
lament  the  bigotry  and  illiberality  of  thofe  times,  when  men  were  harrafled 
and  put  to  death  for  declining  a  religious  practice,  which  they  who  enjoined 
did  not  pretend  to  enforce  on  the  authority  of  Sc  ripture,  but  only  as  a  cudom 
of  the  churches:  a  plea  which  would  have  equally  judified  all  thole  other 
religious  ceremonies  which  they  themfelves,  notwithdanding  this  lanchon, 

rejected.  Ed, 

*  Crofby’s  Hid.  Englilh  Baptifm,  vol.  i.  p-  54>  55^. 
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tions*  The  controverted  claufe  of  the  twentieth  article, 
that  the  church  has  power  to  decree  rites  and  ceremonies ,  and 
authority  in  controverfies  of  faith ,  is  not  in  King  Edward’s 
articles;  nor  does  it  appear  how  it  came  into  Queen  Eliza¬ 
beth’s.  It  is  evident  by  the  title  of  the  articles,  that  they 
were  defigned  as  articles  of  truth,  and  not  of  peace,  as  fome 
have  fince  imagined,  who  fubfcribed  them  rather  as  a  com- 
promife,  not  to  teach  any  doftrine  contrary  to  them,  than 
as  a  declaration  that  they  believed  according  to  them.  This 
was  a  notion  the  impofers  never  thought  of,  nor  does  there 
appear  any  reafon  for  this  conceit.  So  that  (fays  Bifhop 
Burnet) f  thofe  who  fubfcribed,  did  either  believe  them  to  be 
true,  or  elfe  they  did  grofly  prevaricate. 

With  the  book  of  articles  was  printed  a  Ihort  catechifm,§ 
with  a  preface  prefixed  in  the  King’s  name.  It  is  fuppofed 
to  be  drawn  up  by  Bilhop  Poynet ,  but  revifed  by  the  reft  of 
the  bifhops  and  other  learned  men.  It  is  dated  May  7th, 
about  feven  weeks  before  the  King’s  death;  [and  in  thefirft 
impreflion  of  the  articles  it  was  printed  before  them.]* 

1552.  The  next  work  the  reformers  were  employed  in, 
was  a  fecond  correftion  of  the  Common  Prayer-Book.  Some 
things  they  added,  and  others  that  had  been  retained  through 
the  neceffity  of  the  times  were  ftruck  out.  The  moll  con- 
fiderable  amendments  were  thefe.  The  daily  fervice  opened 
with  a  Ihort  confeffion  of  fins,  and  of  abfolution  to  fuch  as 
Ihould  repent.  The  communion  began  with  a  rehearfal  of 
the  ten  commandments,  the  congregation  being  on  their 
knees;  and  a  paufe  was  made  between  the  rehearfal  of  every 
commandment,  for  the  people’s  devotions.  A  rubrick  was 
alfo  added,  concerning  the  pofture  of  kneeling,  which  de¬ 
clares  that  there  was  no  adoration  intended  thereby  to  the 
bread  and  wine,  which  was  grofs  idolatry;  nor  did  they 
think  the  very  flelh  and  blood  of  Chrift  there  prefent.  This 
claule  was  ftruck  out  by  Queen  Elizabeth ,  to  give  a  latitude 
to  Papijls  and  Lutherans ;  but  was  ijiferted  again  at  the 
reftoration  of  King  Charles  II.  at  the  requeft  of  the  Puritans . 
Befides  thefe  amendments,  fundry  old  rites  and  ceremonies, 
which  had  been  retained  in  the  former  book,  were  difconti- 


b  Hilt.  Ref.  vcc,  ii.  p.  169.  §  Ibid.  vol.  iii.  p.  211. 
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Hired;  as  the  ufe  of  oil  in  confirmation  and  extreme  unftion; 
prayer  for  the  dead  in  the  office  of  burial;  and  in  the  com¬ 
munion  fervice,  auricular  confeflion ;  the  ufe  cf  the  crofs  in 
•the  eucharift,  and  in  confirmation.  In  Ihort,  the  whole 
liturgy  was  in  a  manner  reduced  to  the  form  in  which  it 
appears  at  prefent,  excepting  fome  fmall  variations  that  have 
fince  been  made  for  the  clearing  fome  ambiguities.  By  this 
book  of  common  prayer,  fays  Mr.  Strype*  all  copes  and 
veftments  were  forbidden  throughout  England ;  the  preben¬ 
daries  of  St.  Paul' s  left  off  their  hoods,  and  thebifliops  their 
croffes,  &c.  as  by  aft  of  parliament  is  more  at  length  fet 
forth. 

When  the  parliament  met  Jan.  23d,  the  new  Common 
Prayer-Book  was  brought  into  the  houfe,  with  an  ordinal 
or  form  of  ordaining  bilhops,  prielts,  and  deacons;  both 
which  palled  the  houfes  without  any  confiderable  oppofition. 
The  aft  requires  “  all  perfons  after  the  feaff  of  Allhallows 
“  next,  to  come  to  common  prayer  every  Sunday  and  holy 
“  day,  under  pain  of  the  cenfures  of  the  church.  All  arch- 
“  bilhops  and  bilhops  are  required  to  endeavour  the  due 
“  execution  of  this  aft;  and  whereas  divers  doubts  had  been 
“  raifed  about  the  fervice  book,  it  is  faid,  the  King  and  par- 
“  liament  had  now  caufed  it  to  be  perufed,  explained,  and 
“  made  more  perfeft.”  The  new  fervice  book  was  to  take 
;  place  in  all  churches  after  the  feaft  of  All  Saints ,  under  the 
fame  penalties  that  had  been  enafted  to  the  former  book  three 
years  before.  § 

By  another  aft  of  this  feiTion  the  marriages  of  the  clergy, 
if  performed  according  to  the  fervice  book,  were  declared 
good  and  valid,  and  their  children  inheritable  according  to 
law;  and  by  another  the  bilhoprick  of  Weftminfter  was  fup- 
preffed,  and  reunited  to  the  fee  of  London.  Dr.  Heathy 
bifliop  of  Worcejler ,  and  Day  of  Chichefler ,  were  both  depri¬ 
ved  this  year,  [  1533  j  with  lonftal  bifliop  of  Durham ,  whofe 
bilhoprick  was  defigned  to  be  divided  into  two;  but  the  aftc 
never  took-effeft. 

One  of  the  lafl  things  the  King  fet  his  hand  to  was  a  royal 
wilitation,  in  order:- to  examine  what  plate,  jewels,  and  other 


*'■  Life  of  Cranmer,  p.  290.  §  Burnet’s  Hill.  Ref.  vol.ii.  p.  190. 

.1  furniture, 

1  ■" 


CHAP.  II. 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


71 

furniture,  were  in  the  churches.  The  vifitors  were  to  leave 
in  every  church  one  or  two  chalices  of  fitver,  with  linen  for 
the  communion  table  and  for  furplices,  but  to  bring  in  the 
belt  of  the  church  furniture  into  the  King’s  treafury;  and 
to  fell  the  linen  copes,  altar  cloths,  &c.  and  give  the  money 
to  the  poor.  The  pretence  was,  the  calling  in  the  fuperfluous 
plate  that  lay  in  churches  more  for  pomp  than  ufe.  Some 
have  called  this  by  no  better  a  name  than  facrilege ,  or  church 
theft;  and  it  was  really  no  better.  But  it  ought  to  be  remem¬ 
bered,  the  young  King  was  now  languifhing  under  a  con- 
fumption,  and  near  his  end. 

It  mult  however  be  confeffed,  that  in  the  courfe  of  this, 
as  well  as  the  lall  reign,  there  was  a  very  great  alienation  of 
church  lands:  the  chauntry  lands  were  fold  among  the  laity, 
fome  of  whom  held  five  or  fix  prebendaries  or  canonries, 
while  the  clergy  themfelves  were  in  want.  Bilhop  Latimer 
complains  in  one  of  his  fermons,  “  That  the  revenues  of  the 
66  church  were  feized  by  the  rich  laity,  and  that  the  incum- 
cc  bent  was  only  a  proprietor  in  title.  That  many  benefices 
were  let  out  to  farm  by  fecular  men,  or  given  to  their 
u  fervants,  as  a  confideration  for  keeping  their  hounds, 
hawks  and  horfes;  and  that  the  poor  clergy  were  reduced 
to  fuch  fhort  allowance  that  they  were  forced  to  go  to 
fervice;  to  turn  clerks  of  the  kitchen,  furveyors,  receivers, 
“  And  Cambden  complains,  “  that  avarice  and  fa- 

"c  crilege  had  ftrangely  the  afcendant  at  this  time:  that  eftates 
formerly  fettled  for  the  fupport  of  religion  and  the  pooi\ 
were  ridiculed  as  fuperftitious  endowments;  firft  mifcalled 
and  then  plundered.”  The  bifhops  were  too  eafy  in  part¬ 
ing  with  the  lands  and  manors  belonging  to  their  bifhopricks, 
and  the  courtiers  were  too  eager  in  grafping  at  every  thing 
they  could  lay  their  hands  upon.|  If  the  revenues  of  the 
church  had  been  abufed  to  fuperftition,  they  might  have 
been  converted  to  other  religious  ufes;  or  if  too  gresltapro** 
portion  of  the  riches  of  the  kingdom  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
church,  they  Ihould  have  made  an  ample  provifion  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  clergy,  and  the  endowment  of  fmaller 
livings,  before  they  had  enriched  their  friends  and  families. 
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Nor  were  the  lives  of  many  who  were  zealous  for  the 
reformation  free  fromfcandal:  the  courtiers  and  great  men 
indulged  themfelves  in  adiffolute  and  licentious  life;  and  the 
clergy  were  not  without  their  blemiflhes.  Some  that  em¬ 
braced  the  reformation  were  far  from  adorning  their  pro* 
feffion,  but  rather  difpofed  the  people  to  return  to  their  old 
fuperftitions :  neverthelefs  there  were  many  great  and  fhining 
lights  among  them,  who  preached  and  prayed  fervently 
againft  the  corruptions  of  the  times,  and  were  an  example 
to  their  flocks,  by  the  ftriftnefs  and  feverity  of  their  lives 
and  manners;  but  their  numbers  were  fmall  in  comparifon 
to  the  many  that  were  otherwife,  turning  the  doftrines  of 
grace  into  lafcivioufnefs.f 

We  have  now  feen  the  length  of  King  Edward’ s  reforma¬ 
tion.  It  was  an  adventurous  undertaking  for  a  few  bifhops 
and  privy  counfellors,  to  change  the  religion  of  a  nation 
only  by  the  advantage  of  the  fupremacy  of  a  minor,  without 
the  confent  of  the  people  in  parliament  or  convocation,  and 
under  the  eye  of  a  prefumptive  heir,  who  was  a  declared 
enemy  of  all  their  proceedings;  as  was  the  cafe  in  the  former 
part  of  this  reign.  We  have  taken  notice  of  the  miftaken 
principles  of  the  reformers,  in  making  ufe  of  the  civil  power 
to  force  men  to  conformity;  and  of  their  ftretching  the  laws 
to  reach  at  thofe  whom  they  could  not  fairly  come  at  any 
other  way.  But  notwithftanding  thefe  and  fome  other 
blemifhes,  they  were  great  and  good  men,  and  valiant  in 
the  caufe  of  truth;  as  appears  by  their  fealing  it  with  their 
blood.  They  made  as  quick  advances  perhaps  in  reftoring 
religion  towards  its  primitive  fimplicity,  as  the  circumftances 
of  the  time  would  admit;  and  it  is  evident  they  deflgned  to 
go  further,  and  not  make  this  the  laft  ftandard  of  the  refor¬ 
mation.  Indeed  Queen  Elizabeth  thought  her  brother  had 
gone  too  far,  by  ftripping  religion  of  too  many  ornaments; 
and  therefore  when  Ihe  came  to  the  crown,  fhe  was  hardly 
perfuaded  to  reftore  it  to  the  condition  in  which  he  left  it.— 
King  James  L  King  Charles  I.  Archbifliop  Laud ,  and  all 
their  admirers,  inftead  of  removing  further  from  the  fuper- 
flitious  pomps  of  the  church  of  Rome^  have  been  for  return- 


f  Strype’s  Life  of  Cranmer,  p.  290. 
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}ng  to  them,  und  Imve  Rppeciled  to  the  fettlemcnt  of 

Queen  Elizabeth  rs  the  puieft  ftnndciid. 

gut  the  reformers  thcmfelves  were  of  another  mind,  as 
appears  by  the  fermons  of  Latimer ,  Hooper ,  Bradford ,  and 
others;  by  the  letters  of  Peter  Martyr ,  Martin  Buccr ,  and 
John  a  Lafcof  who  in  his  book  de  Ordinatione  Ecclejjarum 
peregrinarum  in  Anglia ,  dedicated  to  6 igifmund  King  of 
Poland ,  i  55 5,  fays,  “  That  King  Edward  defired  that  the 
“  rites  and  ceremonies  ufed  under  Popery  fhouldbe  purged 
out  by  degrees;  that  it  was  his  plealure  that  fliangeis 
“  fliould  have  churches  to  perform  all  things  according  to 
cc  apoftolical  obfervation  only,  that  by  this  means  the  EngliJJj 
churches  might  be  excited  to  embrace  apoflolical  puiity 
“  with  the  unanimous  confent  of  theftates  of  the  kingdom.’ * 
He  adds,  “  that  the  King  was  at  the  head  of  this  projeft, 
“  and  that  Cranmer  promoted  it,  but  that  fome  great  per- 
“  fons  flood  in  the  way.”  As  a  further  evidence  of  this,  a 
paflage  was  left  in  the  preface  of  one  of  their  fervice  books 
to  this  purpofe;§  c  that  they  had  gone  as  far  as  they  could 
6  in  reforming  the  church,  coniidering  the  times  they  lived  in, 
6  and  hoped  they  that  came  after  them  would,  as  they  might, 
6  do  more.’  King  Edward  in  his  Diaryjj  laments,  that  he 
could  not  reftore  the  primitive  difcipline  according  to  his 
heart’s  defire,  becaufe  feveral  of  the  bifhops,  fome  for  age. 
Tome  for  ignorance,  fome  for  their  ill  name,  and  fome  out 
of  love  to  Popery,  were  unwilling  to  it.  And  the  church 
herfelf,  m  one  of  her  publick  offices,  laments  the  want  of  a 
godly  difcipline  to  this  day. 

Martin  Buccr ,  a  German  divine,  and  profeffor  of  divinity 
in  Cambridge ,  a  perfon  in  high  effeem  with  the  young  King, 
drew  up  a  plan,  and  prefented  it  to  his  Majefly,  in  which  he 


*  Voet.Eccl.  Pol.  Pb.  ii.  cap.  6,  part  i.  p.  421. 

§  The  following  quotation,  Mr.  Neat,  in  anfwer  to  Biihop  Maddox , 
observes  is  tranfeiibed  from  Mr.  Pierce  $  vindication,  p.  1 1,  where  it  is  tO\ 
be  found  verbatim,  with  his  authority;  and  in  BenncP s  Memorial  of  the 
Reformation,  p.  50.  Mr.  Strype  intimates,  that  a  farther  reformation  was 
intended;  (Life  of  Cran.  p.  299)  and  Bifhop  Burnet  adds,  that  in  many  of 
the  letters  to  foreign  divines,  it  is  afferted,  that  both  Cranmer  and  Ridley 

O  7 

intended  to  procure  an  a£l  for  abolifhing  the  habits.  Edit. 

||  King  Edward’s  Remains,  number  2. 


writes 
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Z!!Tl  h&-  °t  f,cclefiaftical  difcipline-j  The  King  having 


-d  it,  fet  himfelf  to  write  a  general  dlfcourfe  abol  rS 

as 


therp  nWbr  „  a  A  rr  -  •  propoied,+  that 

theit  might  be  a  (Inct  diiciplmc,  to  exclude  fcandalous  livers 

from  the  acrament;  that  the  old  Popilh  habits  miaht  be  laid 

W  .  f  rV*/  thf  half  °ffice  of  c°mmunion,  or 

^  d  fe"V1Ce’ t0  be  faid  at  the  altar  when  there  was  no  facra- 
.  en  Ht  approved  not  of  godfathers  anfwering  in  the 
clnld  s  name  fo  well  as  in  their  own.  He  preffes  much  the 
lanctificanon  of  the  Lord’s  day;  and  that  there  might  be 
many  fallings  but  was  againft  the  obfervation  of  Lent.  He 
vvould  have  the  palloral  function  reflored  to  what  it  ought 

,°  be’  blfll°P.s’  growing  off  all  fecular  cares,  Ihould  give 
themfelves  to  their  lpintual  employments.  He  advifes  that 
coadjutors  might  be  given  to  fome,  and  a  council  of  prefbv- 
ters  appointed  for  them  all.  He  would  have  rural  bi/hols 
let  over  twenty  or  thirty  parifhes,  who  Ihould  gather  their 
c  ergy  often  together,  and  lnfpeft  them  clofely;  and  that  a 
pi  ovincial  fynod  fnould  meet  twice  a  year,  when  a  fecular 

man,  in  the  King’s  name,  Ihould  be  appointed  to  obferve 
taeir  proceedings. 

Cranmsr  was  of  the  fame  mind.  He  difliked  the  prefent 
way  of  governing  the  church  by  convocations  as  they  are 
now  formed;  m  which  deans,  archdeacons,  and  cathedrals, 
have  an  intereft  far  fuperior  in  number  to  thofe  elected  to 
reprefent  the  clergy.  Thefe  (fays  Bifhop  Burnett)  can  in  no 


r  1  o;  *  °  jjur  riei-v  j  can  m  no 

fort  pretend  to  be  more  than  a  part  of  our  civil  conflitution. 

Ihey  have  no  foundation  in  feripture,  nor  any  warrant  from 
the  firlt  ages  of  the  church;  but  did  arife  from  the  model 
let  forth  by  Charles  the  great,  and  formed  according  to  the 
ch^cil  lav/,  by  Wi iicli  aright  of  giving  fubfidies  was  veiled  in 


..  .  .  t  Burnet’s  Hift.  Ref.  vol.ii.  p.  i 56. 
f  Eucer  died  in  1551,  and  was  confulted  on  tiie  review  of  the  Common 
Prayer,  1550.  But  Mr.  Neal  has  introduced  his  fentiments  in  this  place 
bccauie  he  vvas  here  giving,  a  fummary  of  the  changes  in  King  Edward's 
reign  And  in, reply  to  Bifhop  Maddox,  who,  after  Bilhop  Burnet,  fays 
that  the  molt  material  things  to  which  Bucer  excepted,  were  corrected  after* 
winds  Mr.  AW  oWerves,  that  they  who  will  be  at  the  pains  to  read  over 
the  abilraft  °f  his  book,  entitled,  «Of  the  Kingdom  of  Chrift,’  in  Collyer’s 
Ucla.  wilt.  voi.  11.  p,  296,  See.  muf  be  of  another  mind.  Review.  E. 

f  Hilt.  Ref.  vol.  iii.  p.  214. 
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a\l  who  were  poffeffed  of  fuch  tenures  as  qualified  them  to 
contribute  towards  the  fupport  of  the  Hate.  Nor  was  Cran- 
mer  Satisfied  with  the  liturgy,  though  it  had  been  twice  re¬ 
formed,  if  we  may  give  credit  to  the  learned  Bullinger*  who 
told  the  exiles  at  Frankfort ,  u  that  the  archbifliop  had  drawn 
66  up  a  book  of  prayers  an  hundred  times  more  perfeft  than 
“  that  which  was  then  in  being;  but  the  fame  could  not  take 
“  place,  for  that  he  was  matched  with  fuch  a  wicked  clergy 
“  and  convocation,  and  other  enemies.5,| 

The  King  was  of  the  fame  fentiments;  but  his  untimely 
death,  which  happened  in  the  1 6th  year  of  his  age,  and  7th 
of  his  reign,  put  an  end  to  all  his  noble  defigns  for  perfecting 
the  reformation.  He  was  indeed  an  incomparable  Prince,  of 
moll  promifmg  expectations;  and  in  the  judgment  of  the 
molt  impartial  perfons,  the  very  phcenix  of  his  age.  It  was 
more  than  whifpered  that  he  was  poifoned.  But  it  is  very 
furprifing  that  a  Proteftant  Divine  [  Heylin ]  in  his  hiftory  of 
the  reformation  §  fhould  fay,  “  That  he  was  ill  principled; 
46  that  his  reign  was  unfortunate;  and  that  his  death  was  not 
“  an  infelicity  to  the  church, only  becaufe  he  was  appre- 
henfive  he  would  have  reduced  the  hierarchy  to  a  more  pri¬ 
mitive  ftandard.  With  good  King  Edward  died  all  further 
advances  of  the  reformation  ;  for  the  alterations  that  were 
made  afterwards  by  Queen  Elizabeth  hardly  came  up  to  his 
ftandard. 

We  may  obferve  from  the  hiftory  of  this  reign, 

3 .ft.  That  in  matters  of  faith  the  firft  reformers  followed 
the  doftrine  of  St.  Aiiftiri ,  in  the  controverted  points  of  ori¬ 
ginal  fin,  prtedefti nation,  juftification  by  faith  alone,  effectual 
grace,  and  good  works. 

oJly.  That  they  were  not  fatisfied  with  the  prefent  difeipline 
of  the  church,  though  they  thought  they  might  fubmit  to  it, 
till  it  fhould  be  amended  by  the  authority  of  the  legiflature. 

*  Strype’s  Life  of  Cranmer,  p.  266. 

t  The  troubles  at  Frankfort  in  the  Phcenix,  vol.ii.  p.  82,  and  Pierce’s 
Vindic.  p.  12,  13.  Mr.  Pierce  remarks,  that  this  is  reported,  as  i>  plain 
to  him  who  looks  into  the  book  itfelf,  not  on  the  teftimony  of  Bullinger, 
as  Strype  repreients  it;  but  by  one  of  Dr.  Cox's  party  on  his  own  know¬ 
ledge.  Review.  Ed. 

§  Pref.  p.  4,  Part  vii.  p.  141. 

2  dly.  That 
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•  ld7'r  T  iat  the?  believed  but  two  orders  of  churchmen 
'f  boly  fcnpture,  viz.  bilhops  and  deacons ;  and  confequently 

that  bilhops  and  priefts  were  but  different  ranks  or  degrees 
or  the  fame  order.  6 

4 tbly.  That  they  gave  the  right-hand  of  fellowfliip  to 

foreign  churches,  and  mmiffers  that  had  not  been  ordained 

y  bilhops;  there  being  no  difpute  about  re-ordination  in 

order  to  any  church  preferment,  till  the  latter  end  of  Queen 
Jbhzabeth  s  reign.  ^ 

In  all  which  points  moll  of  our  modern  churchmen  have 
departed  from  them. 

[To  Mr.  Neal’s  remarks  on  the  reign  of  Edward  VI.  it 
may  be  added,  I  hat  the  reformation  was  all  along  conduced 
in  a  manner  inconfiftent  with  the  principles  on  which  it  was 
founded.  The  principles,  on  which  the  juftification  of  it 
rated,  were  the  right  of  private  judgment  and  the  fuffi- 
ciency  of  the  fcriptures  as  a  rule  of  faith.  Yet  the  refor¬ 
mation  w  as  limited  to  the  conceptions  and  ideas  of  thofe  who 
™*“P°"er.  No  liberty  was  granted  to  the  confciences 
of  dmidents :  no  difcuffion  of  points,  on  which  they  them- 
fclves  had  not  doubts,  was  permitted:  fuch  as  held  fentiments 
o  idei  ent  fr om  their  model, and  purfued  their  enquiries  further, 
without  confideranon  or  their  numbers  or  their  characters, 
fo  fai  fiom  being  allowed  to  propofe  their  opinions  or  to  hold 
.^pm  ate  ahem  flies  for  religious  worllnp  agreeably  to  their 
own  views  of  things,  were  ftigmatifed  as  heretics,  and  pur¬ 
fued  unto  death.  Befides  the  instances  Mr.  Neal  mentions, 
the  anabaptifts  were  excepted  out  of  the  King’s  general  par¬ 
don,  that  came  out  in  1 5505  :  they  were  alfo  burnt  in  divers 
^  om  ;  and  met  death  with  lingular  intre¬ 

pidity  and  chearfulnefs.#  Thus  enquiry  was  flifled :  and 
the  reformation  was  really  not  the  refult  of  a  comprehenfive 
view  and  cairn  invefiigation  of  all  the  doftrines  and  praftices 
which  haa  been  long  eliahlilhed,  but  the  triumph  of  power 
in  difearding  a  few  articles  and  practices  which  more  parti¬ 
cularly  1  truck  the  minds  of  thofe  who  were  in  government. 
Thefe  perfons  gained,  and  have  exclulively  poffeffed,  the 

§  Burnet’s  Hid.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  143. 

*  Crofby’s  Hidory  of  the  Englifh  Baptids,  vol.  i.  p.  62. 
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honourable  title  of  The  Reformers',  without  any  refpeft  to, 
nay  with  a  contemptuous  difregard  of,  thofe  who  faw  fur¬ 
ther,  and,  in  point  of  numbers,  carried  weight.  Bifhop 
Latimer ,  in  a  fermon  before  the  King,  reported,  on  the  au¬ 
thority  of  a  credible  perfon,  that  there  were,  in  one  town, 
500  anabaptifls.*  The  reformers,  in  thus  profcribing  enquiry 
and  reformation  beyond  their  own  ftandard,  were  not  con¬ 
fident  with  themfelves.  For  they  acknowledged  that  cor¬ 
ruptions  had  been  a  thoufand  years  inti  oducing,  which  could 
not  be  all  difcovered  and  thrown  out  at  once.f  By  this  con- 
ceffion,  they  juftified  the  principle,  while  they  puniflied  the 
conduft  of  thofe,  who,  atting  upon  it,  endeavoured  to  dis¬ 
cover,  and  wilhed  to  rejeft  more  corruptions.]  Ed. 

*  Crofby’s  Hilt,  vol.i.  p.  63.  *f  Burnet’s  Hilt.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  190* 
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fhe  Reign  of  Queen  Mary. 

IT  will  appear  in  the  courfe  of  this  reign,  that  an  abfolute 
fupremacy  over  the  confciences  of  men,  lodged  with  a  Angle 
perfon,  may  as  well  as  be  prejudicial  as  ferviceable  to  true 
religion:  for  if  King  Kenry  VIII.  and  his  fon  King  Edward 
VI.  reformed  fome  abufes  by  their  fupremacy ,  againft  the  in¬ 
clinations  of  the  majority  of  the  people,  we  (hall  find  Queen 
Mary  making  ufe  of  the  fame  power  to  turn  things  back  into 
their  old  channel,  till  fire  had  reftored  the  groffefi:  and  moil 
idolatrous  part  of  popery.  This  was  begun  by  proclamations 
and  orders  of  council,  till  her  Majefty  could  procure  a  par¬ 
liament  that  would  repeal  King  Edward's  laws  for  religion, 
which  {he  quickly  found  means  to  accomplifti.  It  is  ftrange 
indeed,  that  when  there  was  but  feven  or  eight  peers  that 
oppofed  the  laws  made  in  favour  of  the  reformation  under 
King -Edward,  the  fame  houfe  of  lords  fhould  almoft  all  turn 
papifts  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Mary,  but  as  to  the  Commons, 
it  is  lefs  wonderful,  becaufe  they  are  changeable,  and  the  court 
took  care  to  new  model  the  magiftrates  in  the  cities  and  cor¬ 
porations 
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porations  before  the  elections  came  on,  fo  that  not  one  aim  oft 
was  left  that  was  not  a  Roman  Catholick.  Bribery  and  me¬ 
naces  were  made  ufe  of  in  all  places;  and  where  they  could 
not  cany  elcftions  by  reafon  of  the  fuperiority  of  the  re¬ 
formed,  the  lheriffs  made  double  returns.*  It  is  fad  when 
the  religion  of  a  nation  is  under  fuch  a  direftion!  But  fo  it 
will  be  when  the  management  of  religion  falls  into  the  hands 
of  a  bigotted  prince  and  miniftry. 

'  Qilcen  Mary  was  a  fad  example  of  the  truth  of  this  obfer- 
vation,  whofe  reign  was  no  better  than  one  continued  fcene 
or  calamity.  It  is  the  genuine  picture  of  Popery,  and  lhould 
be  remembered  by  all  true  Proteftants  with  abhorrence;  the 
f>2  incipies  of  that  religion  being  fuch  as  no  man  can  receive, 
till  he  has  abjured  his  fenfes,  renounced  his  underftanding  and 
reafon,  and  put  off  all  the  tender  compaiiions  of  human  nature. 

King  Edward  VI.  being  far  gone  in  a  confumption,  from 
a  concern  for  preferving  the  reformation,  was  perfuaded  to 
fct  afide  the  fucceffion  of  his  lifters  Mary  and  Elizabeth  and 
of  the  Queen  of  Scots ,  the  firft  and  laft  being  Papifts,  and 
Elizabeth  s  blood  being  tainted  by  aft  of  parliament;  and  to 
fettle  the  crown  by  will  upon  Lady  Jane  Grey ,  eldeft  daughter 
ol  the  dukeof  Suffolk ,  a  lady  of  extraordinary  qualities,  zealous 
for  the  reformation,  and  next  in  blood  after  the  princeffes 
abovementioned.  One  may  guefs  the  fad  apprehenfions  the 
council  were  under  for  the  Proteftant  religion,  when  they 
put  the  King,  who  uras  a  minor,  and  not  capable  of  making 
a  will,  upon  this  expedient,  and  fet  their  hands  to  the  validity 
y  •  ^  ^  he  King  being  dead.  Queen  fane  was  proclaimed 
with  the  ufual  folemnities,  and  an  army  raifed  to  fupport  her 
title;  but  the  Princefs  Mary ,  then  at  Norfolk ,  being  informed 
of  her  brother’s  death,  fent  a  letter  to  the  council,  in  which 
(he  claims  the  crown,  and  charges  them  upon  their  allegiance 
to  proclaim  her  in  the  city  of  London  and  elfewhere.  The 
council  in  return  infilled  upon  her  laying  afide  her  claim,  and 
fubmitting  as  a  good  fubjeft  to  her  new  fovereign.  But 
Mary ,  by  the  encouragement  of  her  friends  in  the  North, 
relolved  to  maintain  her  right;  and  to  make  her  way  more 
paiy,  ihe  promifed  the  Suffolk  men  to  make  no  alteration  in 


*  .Burnet’s  Lift.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  252. 
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religion.  This  gained  her  an  army,  with  which  fine  marched 
towards  London ;  but  before  fhe  came  thither,  both  the 
council  and  citizens  of  London  declared  for  her:  And  on 
the  third  of  Auguft  fhe  made  her  publick  entry  without 
the  lofs  of  a  drop  of  blood,  four  weeks  after  the  death  of 
her  brother.  • 

Upon  Queen  Mary9 s  entrance  into  the  Tower  fhe  releafed 
Bonner ,  Gardiner ,  and  others  whom  file  called  her  prifoners. 
Auguft  12,  her  Majefly  declared  in  council,  “  That  though 
u  her  conscience  was  fettled  in  matters  of  religion,  yet  fhe 
u  was  refolved  not  to  compel  others ,  but  by  the  preaching  of 
<(  the  word."  This  was  different  from  her  promife  to  the 
Suffolk  men:  fhe  affured  them  that  religion  fhould  be  left 
upon  the  fame  foot  fhe  found  it  at  the  death  of  King  Edward , 
but  now  fhe  infinuates,  that  the  old  religion  is  to  be  reftored, 
but  without  cumpulfion.  Next  day  there  was  a  tumult 
at  St.  Paul9 s,  occafioned  by  Dr.  Bourne ,  one  of  the  canons 
of  that  church,  preaching  againft  the  late  reformation:  he 
fpoke  in  commendation  of  Bonner ,  and  was  going  on  with 
fevere  reflections  upon  the  late  King  Edward ,  when  the 
whole  audience  was  in  an  uproar;  fome  called  to  pull  down 
the  preacher,  others  throwing  (tones,  and  one  a  dagger, 
which  fluck  in  the  timber  of  the  pulpit.  Mr.  Rogers  and 
Bradford ,  two  popular  preachers  for  the  reformation,  ha¬ 
zarded.  their  lives  to  fave  the  doCtor,  and  conveyed  him  in 
fafety  to  a  neighbouring  houfe;  for  which  act  of  charity  they 
were  foon  after  imprifoned,  and  then  burnt  for  herefy. 

To  prevent  the  like  tumults  for  the  future  the  Queen 
publiflied  an  inhibition,  Aug.  18th,  forbidding  all  preaching 
without  fpecial  licence;  declaring  further,  that  fhe  would 
not  compel  her  fubjefts  to  be  of  her  religion,  till  publick 
order  fhould  be  taken  in  it  by  common  affent.  Here  was 
another  intimation  of  an  approaching  ftorm:  6  the  fubjetts 
6  were  not  to  be  compell’d  till  publick  order  fhould  be  taken 
6  for  it.’  And  to  prevent  further  tumults  a  proclamation  was 
publiflied,  for  mailers  of  families  to  oblige  their  apprentices 
and  fervants  to  frequent  cheir  own  parilh  churches  on  Sundays 
and  holidays,  and  to  keep  them  at  home  at  other  times. 

The  {hutting  up  all  the  Proteftant  pulpits  at  once  awaken’d 
the  Suffolk  men,  who,  prefuming  upon  their  merits  and  the 

Queen’s 
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Queen’s  promiie,  fent  a  deputation  to  court  to  reprefent  their 
grievances;  but  tile  Queen  check’d  them  for  their  infolence: 
And  one  of  their  number,  happening  to  mention  her  promife, 
was  put  in  the  pillory  three  days  together,  and  had  his  ears 
cut  off  for  defamation.  On  the  2  2d  of  Auguft ,  Bonner  of 
London ,  Gardiner  of  Winchefier ,  Tonjlal  of  Durham ,  Heath 
of  Worchejler ,  and  Day  of  Chichejter,  were  reftoredto  their 
bifhopricks.  Some  of  the  reformers,  continuing  to  preach 
after  the  inhibition  were  fent  for  into  cuftody,  among  whom 
were  Hooper  bifliop  of  Glocejier ,  Coverdale  of  Exeter ,  Dr. 
Taylor  of  Hadley ,  Rogers  the  proto-martyr,  and  feveral 
others.  Hooper  was  committed  to  the  Fleet,  Sept.  1,  no  re¬ 
gard  being  had  to  his  aftive  zeal  in  afferting  the  Queen’s 
right  in  his  fermon  againft  the  title  of  the  Lady  Jane ;  but 
fo  fmcerely  did  this  good  man  follow  the  light  of  his  con- 
fcience,  when  he  could  not  but  fee  what  fad  confequences  it 
was  like  to  have.  Coverdale  of  Exeter ,  being  a  foreigner-, 
was  ordered  to  keep  his  houfe  till  further  order.  Burnet * 
fays  he  was  a  Dane ,  and  had  afterwards  leave  to  retire.  But 
according  to  Fuller he  was  born  in  Torkjhire .  Archbilhop 
Cranmer  was  fo  filent  at  Lambeth ,  that  it  was  thought  he 
would  have  returned  to  the  old  religion ;  but  he  was  preparing 
a  proteftation  againft  it,  which  faking  air,  he  was  examined, 
and  confeffmg  the  fail,  he  was  fent  to  the  Tower ,  with  Bifliop 
Latimer ,  about  the  13th  of  September.  The  beginning  of 
next  month  Holgate  archbilhop  of  York  was  committed  to 
the  Tower ,  and  Horn  dean  of  Durham  was  fummoned  before 
the  council,  but  he  fled  beyond  fea. 

The  ftorm  gathering  fo  thick  upon  the  reformers,  above 
eight  hundred  of  them  retired  into  foreign  parts;  among 
whom  were  five  bifhops,  viz.  Poynet  of  Vvinchejler,  who 
died  in  exile;  Barlow  of  Bath  and  Wells ,  who  was  fuperin- 
tendant  of  the  congregation  atj Embden\  Scory  of  Chiehejler\ 
Coverdale  of  Exon;  and  Bale  of  Ojfory ;  five  deans,  viz.  Dr. 
Cox ,  Hadden ,  Horn ,  Turner  and  Sampfon;  four  archdeacons, 
and  above  fifty  doftors  of  divinity  and  eminent  preachers, 
among  whom  were  Grindal ,  Jewel ,  Sandy s ,  Reynolds ,  PiU 

*  Burnet's  Hift.  Fvef.  vol.  iii.  p.  221,  239. 
f  Fuller’s  Worthies,  b.  iii.  p..  198. 
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kington ,  Whitehead ,  Lever ,  Now  cl ,  Knox ,  Rough ,  Willingham^ 
Fox ,  Farkhurjl ,  and  others,  famous  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Elizabeth:  befides  of  noblemen,  merchants,  trad efmen, "arti¬ 
ficers,  and  phebeians,  many  hundreds.  Some ‘fled  in  difguife, 
or  went  over  as  the  fervants  of  foreign  Protefhmts,  who 
having  come  hither  for  flicker  in  King  Edward' s  time,  were 
now  required  to  leave  the  kingdom;*  among  thefe  were 
Pe/er  Martyr  and  #  Lafco,  with  his  congregation  of 

Germans .  But  to  prevent  too  many  of  the  EngHjh  embark¬ 
ing  with  them,  an  order  of  council  was  font  to  all  the  ports, 
that  none  fliould  be  fufFered  to  leave  the  kingdom  without 

o 

proper  paflports.  The  Roman  Catholick  party,  out  of  their 
abundant  zeal  for  their  religion,  outrun  the  laws,  and  cele¬ 
brated  mafs  in  divers  churches  before  it  was  reftored  by  au¬ 
thority;!  while  the  people  that  favoured  the  reformation 
continued  their  publick  devotion  with  great  ferioufnefs  and 
fervency,  as  forefeeing  what  was  coming  upon  them ;  but 
the  rude  multitude  came  into  the  churches,  infulted  their 
minifters,  and  ridiculed  their  worfliip.  The  court  not  only 
winked  at  thefe  things,  but  fined  Judge  Hales  (who  alone  re- 
fufed  to  fign  the  aft  which  transferred  the  crown  to  j'aneGrey ) 
a  thoufand  pounds  fteriing,  becaufe  in  his  circuit  he  ordered 
thejufti  ces  of  Kent  to  conform  themfelves  to  the  laws  of  King 
Edward ,  not  yet  repealed;  upon  which  that  gentleman  grew 
melancholy  and  drowned  himfelf. 

d  he  Queen  was  crowned  Oft.  i ,  1 553, by  Gardiner ,  attended 
by  ten  other  bflhops,  all  in  their  mitres,  copes  and  crofiers; 
and  a  parliament  was  fummoned  to  meet  the  10th.  What 
methods  were  ufed  in  the  eleftions  has  been  related.  On 
the  31ft  of  Oftoberabil!  was  fent  down  to  the  commons  for 
repealing  King  Edward' s  laws  about  religion,  which  was 
argued  fix  days,  and  at  length  carried.  It  repeals  in  general 
all  the  late  ftatutes  relating  to  religion,  and  enacts,  That 
after  the  20th  of  December  next,  there  fliould  be  no  other 
<c  form  of  divine  fervice  but  what  had  been  ufed  in  the  I  alt 
cc  year  of  King  Henry  VIII."’  Severe  punifliments  were 
decreed  againfl;  fuch  as  Ihould  interrupt  the  publick  fervice; 

*  Strype’s  Life  of  Cran.  p.  314. 

X  Burnet’s  Hid.  Ref  vok  iii.  p.  223,. 
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n  Lioird  abufc  the  holy  facrament,  or  break  down  altars, 
crucifixes,  or  crofTes.  ft  was  made  felony  for  any  number 
of  pci  ions  above  twelve,  to  affemble  together  with  an  inten¬ 
tion  to  alter  the  religion  eftabliflied  by  law.  Nov.  3d,  Arch- 
bifliop  Cranmer ,  the  Lord  Guilford ,  Lady  Jane ,  and  two 
other  fons  of  the  Duke  of  Northumberland ,  were  brought 
to  their  trials  for  high  treafon,  in  levying  war  againft  the 
Queen,  and  confpiring  to  fet  up  another  in  her  room.— 
They  all  confeffed  their  indictments,  but  Cranmer  appealed 
to  his  judges,  how  unwillingly  he  had  fet  his  hand  to  the 
exclufion  of  the  Queen:  Thefe  judgments  were  confirmed 
by  parliament,  after  which  the  Queen's  intended  marriage 
with  Philip  of  Spam  being  difcovered,  the  commons  fent 
their  fpeaker,  and  20  of  their  members,  humbly  to  intreat 
her  Majefty  not  to  marry  a  ftranger;  with  which  fire  was  fo 
difpleafed,  that  upon  the  6th  of  December  file  dilfolved  the 
parliament. 

The  convocation  that  fat  with  the  parliament  was  equally 
devoted  to  the  court.  Care  had  been  taken  about  their 
elections.  In  the  collection  of  publick  aCts  there  are  found 
about  150  prefentations  to  livings  before  the  choice  of  re- 
prefentatives ;  fo  that  the  lower  houfe  of  convocation  was  of 
a  piece  with  the  upper,  from  whence  almoft  all  the  Pr olefiant 
bifliops  were  excluded  by  imprifonment,  deprivation,  or 
otherwife.  Bonner  prefided  as  the  find  bifliop  of  the  province 
of  Canterbury .  Harp sf  eld  his  chaplain  preached  the  fermon, 
on  A  els  xx.  285  Feed  the  flock ;  and  Weflton  dean  of  N eft- 
minflter  was  chofen  prolocutor.  On  the  20th  of  OCtober  it 
wras  propofed  to  the  members  to  fubfenbe  to  the  doctrine  of 
tranfubftantiation ;  which  all  complied  with  but  the  following 
fix  divines,  who  by  their  places  had  a  right  to  fit  in  convo¬ 
cation;  Philpot  archdeacon  of  Wincheflter ;  Philips  dean  of 
j Roche fter \  Haddon  dean  of  Exeter ;  Cheyney  archdeacon  of 
Hereford ;  Aylmer  archdeacon  of  Stow ;  and  Young  chaunter 
of  St.  David’s:  Thefe  difputed  upon  the  argument  for  three 
days,  but  the  deputation  was  managed  according  to  the 
fafhion  of  the  times,  with  reproaches  and  menaces  on  the 
ftronger  fide;  and  the  prolocutor  ended  it  with  faying,  6  1  on 
*  have  the  Word,  but  we  have  the  Sword.5 * 


*  Burnet’s  Hill.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  267. 


Bifliop 


C'HAP.  HI.  of  THE  puritans. 

1  his  year  [  1 554  J  began  with  Wyafs  rebellion,  eccafioned. 
by  a  general  diflike  of  the  Queen  's  marriage  with  Philip  of 
Spain:  It  was  a  raw,  unadvifed  attempt,  and  occafioned  prear 
mifehiefs  to  the  Protects,  though  religion  had  no  £are 
in  the  confpiracy,  ll  yat  himfelf  being  a  papift:  this  gen- 
tieman  got  together  4000  men,  with  whom  he  marched 
directly  to  London \  but  coming  into  Southwark,  Feb.  2  he 
found  the  bridge  fo  well  fortified  that  he  could  not  force  it 
without  cannon ;  fo  he  marched  about,  and  having  eroded 
the  lhames  at  Kingston,  he  came  by  Charing-Crofs  to  Lud- 
gatc  next  morning,  in  hopes  the  citizens  would  have  opened 
their  gates ;  but  being  difappointed,  he  yielded  himfelf  a 
pi  doner  at  Temple-Bar,  and  was  afterwards  executed  •  as 
weie  the  Lady  Jane  Grey,  Lord  Guilford  her  hufband,  and 
others;  the  Lady  Elizabeth  herfelf  hardly  efcapinp.  Wyat 
upon  his  trial  accufed  her,  in  hopes  of  laving  his  life;  upon 
which  file  was  ordered  into  cuitody:  but  when  Wyat  faw  he 
mule  die,  he  acquitted  her  on  the  fcaffold;  and  upon  the 
Queen  s  marriage  this  dimmer  Ihe  obtained  her  pardon. 

As  foon  as  the  nation  was  a  little  fettled,  her  Maieftv 
by  virtue  of  the  fup'remacy,  gave  inftrucHons  to  her  biihops 
to  vim  the  clergy.  The  injunftions  were  drawn  up  by  Gar- 
dmer  and  contain  an  angry  recital  of  all  the  innovations 
introduced  into  the  church  in  the  reign  of  King  Edward-, 

JSsZgsrd:  Ssr?  -  x-s*  m^i*.**™* 

ofthis  nafiW  «  Vh;  **  --  1-  J  -s/."  I1 11 anger  impeaches  the  truth 
<c  p  ^  V  j  •  f . lls  ls  v0  )re  (%s  his  Lordfhip')  under  the  cover  of  truth 

..  S"  w.y,“L”.  ;s  *,“r **» S 

«  y  eld  it  UO  to  17  f  7-he  the  more  powerful  would 

“  member  in  4e  l  eo  .flthout  a11  do'jbt>  feme  Proteftant 

“  tJle  Prolocutor  infultin?ly  anfwe^-b  m  ^777 ,Y°T’  T“ -icil 
“  thinking  any  one  would  "be  fc'foolifh  as- toToio the l  •  Wlt^0nt 
“  one,  and  then  give  it  to  the  prolocutor  ”  m  7  propomons into 
refleftinne  it  ;u  r  a:  •  *  )jocJtor.  in  reply  to  thefe  unhandfome 

Rilhe  »  ’  Efficient  to  fay,  that  Mr.  Neal  fnoke  on  the  authority  of 

con fi ftp  l*ri\et'  w  tru ly  quotes:  and  whom  it  would  have  b^en  more 

faft  and  w-f^  f  f  •  •  his  conjectures  againfrthe  ftatement  of  a 

whkh Mr mat  hT ^hoQy  pointed  his  charge  of  folly  and  falfehood : '  of 

if  weVfoun^d  nihlS  T-thT’  perfbaly  cic“r;  and  which 

on  the  prolocutor’,  fnt\  •  °n.  bf  blfboP  Burnet,— v hofe  remarks 

“  the  ftrength  of  both  trU'y  *****  °U£ 
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and  a  charge  to  the  Bilhops,  <c  To  execute  all  the  ecclefi- 
aftical  laws  that  had  been  in  force  in  King  Henry  the 
Vlllth’s  reign;  but  not  to  proceed  in  their  courts  in  the 
cs  Queen’s  name.  She  enjoins  them  not  to  exact  the  oath  oi 
fupremacy  any  more,  but  to  punilh  hereticks  and  herefies, 
and  to  remove  all  married  clergymen  from  their  wives; 
but  for  thofe  that  would  renounce  their  wives  they  might 
put  them  into  fome  other  cures.  All  the  ceremonies, 
cc  holidays  and  falls,  ufed  in  King  Henry’s  time  were  to  be 
“  revived.  Thofe  clergymen  who  had  been  ordained  by 
cc  the  late  fervice-book  were  to  be  re-ordained,  or  have 
u  the  defeats  of  their  ordination  fupplied;  that  is,  the  anoint- 
ing,  the  giving  the  prieltly  vellments,  with  other  rites  of 
the  Roman  pontifical.  And  laftly,  it  was  declared,  that 
“  all  people  fliould  be  compelled  to  come  to  church.”*— 
The  archbilhop  of  York ,  the  bilhops  of  St.  David’s ,  Chejier , 
and  Briftol ,  were  deprived  for  being  married ;  and  the  bilhops 
of  Lincoln ,  Glocejler ,  and  Hereford ,  were  deprived  by  the 
royal  plcafure ,  as  holding  their  bilhopricks  by  fuch  a  patent. 
Jt  was  very  arbitrary  to  turn  out  the  married  bilhops,  while 
there  wTas  a  law  fubfillmg  to  legitimate  their  man  rages;  and 
to  deprive  the  other  bilhops  without  any  manner  of  procefs, 
merely  for  the  royal  pleafure.  A  his  was  acting  up  to  the 
height  of  the  fupremacy,  which  though  the  Queen  believed 
to  be  an  unlawful  power,  yet  lire  claimed  and  elect  it  ror  the 
fervice  of  the  Romilh  church.  The  vacant  bilhopricks 
were  filled  up  the  latter  end  of  March,  with  men  after  the 
Queen’s  heart,  to  the  number  of  lixteen,  in  the  room  of  fo 

many  deprived  or  dead.  . 

The  new  bilhops  in  their  vifitation,  and  particularly  ihihop 

Bonner ,  executed  the  Queen’s  injunctions  with  rigour.  The 
mafs  was  fet  up  in  all  places,  and  the  old  popifh  rites  and  ce¬ 
remonies  revived.  The  carvers  and  makers  of  Hatues  had 
a  quick  trade  for  roods ,  and  other  images,  that  were  to  be  jet 
up Vain  in  churches.  The  moll  eminent  preachers  m  London 
were  under  confinement;  and  all  the  married  clergy  through¬ 
out  the  kingdom  were  deprived.  Dr.  Parker  reckons,  that 

*  Burnet’s  Hiitory  of  the  Reformation,  vol.  n.  p.  291  Sc  274.  Colle&ion 
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of  fixteen  thousand  clergymen  twelve  thoufand  were  turned 
out;  which  is  not  probable,  for  if  v/e  compute  by  the  dioccfc 
of  Norwich ,  which  is  almolt  an  eighth  part  of  England,  and 
in  which  there  were  but  335  deprived,  the  whole  number 
will  fall  ihort  of  3000.*  Some  were  turned  out  without 
conviction,  upon  common  fame:  Some  were  never  cited, 
and  yet  turned  out  for  not  appearing.  Thofe  that  quitted 
their  wives,  and  did  penance,  were  neverthelefs  deprived; 
which  was  grounded  on  the  vow  that  (as  was  pretended) 
they  had  made.  Such  was  the  deplorable  condition  of 
the  reformed  this  fummer,  and  fuch  the  cruelty  of  their 
adverfaries. 

The  Queen’s  fecond  parliament  met  April  2d.  The  court 
had  taken  care  of  the  eleffions  by  large  promifes  of  money 
from  Spain,  d  heir  delign  was  to  perfuade  the  parliament 
to  approve  of  the  Spanijh  match;§  which  they  accomplifhed, 
with  this  provifo,  That  the  Queen  alone  Jhould  have  the  Go- 
.  eminent  of  toe  kingdom ;  after  which  the  houles  were  pre- 
fently  dilTolved.  King  Philip  arrived  in  England ,f  July  20th, 
and  was  married  to  the  Queen  on  the  27th.,  at  kl'inchejler, 
he  being  then  in  the  27th  year  of  his  age,  and  the  Queen 
in  her  38th.  He  brought  with  him  a  vaft  mafs  of  wealth; 
27  chefts  of  bullion,  every  cheft  being  above  a  yard  lonp-i 
and  ninety-nine  horfe-loads,  and  two  cart-loads  of  coined 

filver  and  gold. 

The  reformers  complaining  of  their  ufage  in  the  late  dif- 
pute  held  in  convocation,  the  court  refolved  to  give  them  a 


*  Burnet’s  Hill.  Ref.  vol.  iii.  p.  226. 

e  V ‘  TiiSr’rbferV?  Dr'  W?rner’  “ is  the  infcaice  to  be  met  with  in 
r  ugc  n  hl  f7  of  corruP!mg  parliaments:  but  the  precedent  has  been 
fo  wed  followeu  ever  fince,  that  if  ever  this  nation  fhould  lofe  its  liberties 
,md  be  enflaved  and  ruined,  it  will  be  by  means  of  parliament  corrupted 
wnh  bnDes  _ar‘d  P!aces-  Eccleliaftical  Hiftory,  v.  ii.  p.  . 

'Zf/T  °f:  FhiUl\t  th^S  mtch’  was  undoubtedly  to  make  himfelf 
I  ?ft,'-e  kingdom.  When  afterwards  Mary  was  fuppofed  to  be  pregnant, 

^,7 S  P~e.it  to  be  appointed  regent  during  the  minority1 If  the 

T,  ?d  "ered  fec“nty  t0  refiRn  government  on  its  coming  of  a  >c 
Qie  motion  was  warmly  debated  in  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  and  nearly  carried  - 

bond?’’eTh-  I  ?°0dkUPa?draiJ;  “  ptay  who  (hall  fue  tL  Kbgb 
bond.  This  laconic  fpeech  had  its  intended  effeft,  and  the  debate  was 

U, on  concluded  m  the  negative.  Granger’s  Biogr.  Hiftory  of  England,, 

vol.  1.  p.  jo  1,  no.e,  8vo.  edition.  y  n 
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freih  mortification,  by  appointing  another  at  Oxford  in  pre- 
fence  of  the  whole  Univerfity;  and  becaufe  Archbifhop 
C farmer bifhops  Ridley  and  Latimer ,  were  the  moft  cele¬ 
brated  divines  of  the  reformation,  they  were  by  warrant 
from  the  Queen  removed  from  the  Tower  to  Oxford ,  to 
manage  the  difpute.  The  convocation  fent  their  prolocutor 
andfeveral  of  their  members,  who  arriving  on  the  13th  of 
April,  being  Friday ,  fent  for  the  bifhops  on  Saturday ,  and 
appointed  them  Monday ,  Tuefday  and  IVednefday ,  every  one 
his  day,  to  defend  their  do&rine.  The  queftions  were, 
upon  tranf wfian  fiat  ion ,  and  the  propitiatory  facrifice  of  the 
mafs.  The  particulars  of  the  difpute  are  in  Mr.  Fox' s  book 
of  martyrs.  The  bifhops  behaved  with  great  modefty  and 
prefence  of.  mind;  but  their  adverfaries  infulted  and  tri¬ 
umphed  in  the  moft  barbarous  manner.  Bifhop  Ridley 
writes,  “  That  there  were  perpetual  flioutings,  tauntings, 
cc  reproaches*  noife  and  confufion."  Cranmer  and  old 
Latimer  were  hifs’d  and  laugh'd  at;*  and  Ridley  was  borne 
down  with  noife  and  clamour;  “  In  all  my  life  (fays  he)  I 
never  faw  any  thing  carried  more  vainly  and  tumultuoufly; 

I  could  not  have  thought  that  there  could  have  been  found 
any  Englifh  man  honoured  with  degrees  in  learning,  that 
“  could  allow  of  fuch  thrafonical  oftentations,  more  fit  for 
“  the  ftage  than  the  fchools."  On  the  28th  of  April  they 
werefummoned  again  to  St.  Mary' s,  and  required  by  JVefton 
the  prolocutor  to  fubferibe,  as  having  been  vanquiflied  in 
deputation;  but  they  all  refufmg,  were  declared  obftinate 
hereticks,  and  no  longer  members  of  the  Catholick  church. 

It  was  defigned  to  expbfe  the  reformers  by  another  difpu- 
tation  at  Cambridge ;  but  the  prifoners  in  London  hearing  of 
it  publiftied  a  paper,  declaring  That  they  would  not  difpute 

66  but  in  writing,  except  it  were  before  the  Queen  and  council, 
cc  or  before  either  houfe  of  parliament,  beca.ufe  of  the 
“  mifreports  and  unfair  ufage  they  had  every  where  met 
with."  At  the  fame  time  they  printed  a  fummary  of  their 
faith,  for  which  they  were  ready  to  offer  up  their  lives  to 
the  halter  or  the  fire,  as  God  fhould  appoint.  | 


cc 


cc 


*  Strype’s  Life  of  Cranmer,  p.  338. 
f  Hid.  Ref.  vol.  il  p.  285. 


And 


CHAP.  III. 


OF  THE  PURITANS.  gy 

And  here  they  declared,  cc  That  they  believed  the  fcrip- 
tures  to  be  the  true  word  of  God,  and  the  judge  of  ail 
controverfies  in  matters  of  religion;  and  that  the  Church 
“  is  to  be  obeyed  as  long  as  Ihe  followed  this  word. 

“  That  they  adhered  to  the  Apoftles*  creed ;  and  thofe 
creeds  fet  out  by  the  councils  of  Nice,  Conjlantinople , 
Ephefus ,  and  Calcedon;  and  by  the  firft  and  fourth  councils 
of  Toledo ;  and  the  fymbols  of  Athanajius,  Irenes  us ,  Ter - 
46  tullian ,  and  Damafus . 

46  They  believed  juftificatio'n  by  faith  alone;  which  faith 
cc  was  not  only  an  opinion,  but  a  certain  perfuafion  wrought 
“  by  the  Holy  Ghoft,  which  did  illuminate  the  mind,  and 
fupple  the  heart  to  fubmit  itfelf  unfeignedly  to  God. 

“  They  acknowledged  the  necellity  of  an  inherent  righ- 
teoufnefs;  but  that  j unification  and  pardon  of  fins  came 
44  only  by  Chrift ’s  righteoufnefs  imputed  to  them. 

“  They  affirmed,  that  the  worffiip  of  God  ought  to  be 
“  performed  in  a  tongue  underftood  by  the  people. 

That  Chrift  only,  and  not  the  Saints,  were  to  be 
44  prayed  to. 

“  ^  hat  immediately  after  death  departed  fouls  pafs  either 
into  tire  fate  of  the  bleffed,  or  of  the  damned,  without 
any  purgatory  between. 

“  That  Baptifm  and  the  Lord’s  Supper  are  the  Sacra- 
“  ments  of  Chrift,  which  ought  to  be  adminiftered  according 
to  his  inftitutions;  and  therefore  they  condemned  the 
denying  the  cup  to  the  people,  tranfubftantiation,  the  ado- 
ration  or  facrifice  of  the  mafs:  and  affertedthe  lawfulnefs 
“  °f  marriage  to  all  ranks  and  orders  of  men.” 

Fnefe  truths  they  declare  themfelves  ready  to  defend,  as 
beiore;  and  in  conclufion  they  charged  all  people  to  enter 
mta  no  rebellion  againft  the  Queen,  but  to  obey  her  in  all 
points,  except  where  her  commands  are  contrary  to  the  law 
oi  God.  T  his  put  an  end  to  all  farther  triumphs  of  the 
popifh  party  for  the  prefent,  and  was  a  noble  teftimony  to  the 
cnief  and  diftinguifliing  doclnnes  of  the  Froteftant  faith.— 
Bat  frnce  the  reformers  were  nonto  be  run  down  by  noife 

and  clamour,  therefore  their  ftedfaftnefs  muft  undergo  the 
fiery  trial. 
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The  Queen’s  third  parliament  met  Nov.  11,15  54.  In  the 
writs  of  fummons  the  title  of  fupreme  head  of  the  church  was 
omitted,  though  it  was  ft  ill  by  law  veiled  in  the  crown.  The 
money  brought  from  Spain  had  procured  a  houfe  of  com¬ 
mons  devoted  to  the  court.  The  lirft  bill  palled  in  the  houfe 
was  the  repeal  of  Cardinal  Pole9 s  attainder.  It  had  the  royal 
affent  Nov.  2  2d,  and  the  Cardinal  himfelf  arrived  in  England 
two  days  after  in  quality  of  the  pope’s  legate,  with  a  c o ra¬ 
mi  lli  011  to  receive  the  kingdom  of  England  into  the  bofom 
of  the  Catholick  church  under  the  pope  as  their  fupreme 
pallor.  On  the  27th  he  made  a  fpeech  in  parliament,  in¬ 
viting  them  to  a  reconciliation  with  the  apoftolick  fee.  Two 
days  after  a  committee  of  lords  and  commons  was  appointed 
to  draw  up  a  fupplication  to  the  King  and  Queen,  to  intercede 
with  the  legate  for  a  reconciliation;  with  a  promife  to  repeal 
all  acts  made  againft  the  pope’s  authority.  This  being  pre- 
fented  by  both  houfes  on  their  knees  to  the  King  and  Queen, 
they  made  interceffion  with  the  Cardinal,  who  thereupon 
made  a  long  fpeech  in  the  houfe,  at  the  clofe  of  which  he 
enjoin’d  them  for  penance  to  repeal  the  laws  abovementioned, 
and  fo  in  the  pope’s  name  he  granted  them  a  full  abfolu- 
tion,  which  they  received  on  their  knees;  and  then  abfolved 
the  realm  from  all  ceniures. 

The  acl  of  repeal  was  not  ready  till  the  beginning  of  Ja¬ 
nuary,  when  it  pafftd  both  houfes,  and  received  the  royal 
affent.  It  enumerates  and  reverfes  all  afts  fince  the  20th  of 
Henry  VIII.  againft  the  holy  fee;  but  then  it  contains  the 
following  reftri&ions,  which  they  pray,  through  the  Cardi¬ 
nal’s  interceffion,  may  be  eftablifhed  by  the  pope’s  authority: 

1.  44  That  all  bifhopricks,  cathedrals  or  colleges,  now  efta- 
44  blifficd,  may  be  confirmed  for  ever.  2.  That  marriages 
within  fuch  degrees  as  are  not  contrary  to  the  law  of  God, 
may  be  confirmed,  and  their  iffue  legitimated.  3.  That 
44  inftitutions  into  benefices  may  be  confirmed.  4.  That  all 


CC 


46 


judicial  proceffes  may  be  confirmed.  •  5.  That  all  the  fet- 
44  dements  of  the  lands  or  any  bifhopncks,  monaueries,  or 
“  other  religious  houfes,  may  continue  as  they  were,  with- 
44  out  any  trouble  from  the  ecclefiaftical  courts.” 

The  Cardinal  admitted  of  thefe  requefts,  but  ended  with 

a  heavy  denunciation  of  the  judgments  of  God  upon  thofe 

who 
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\vlio  liaci  the  goods  of  the  church  in  their  hands,  and  did 
not  reflore  them.  And  to  make  the  clergy  more  eafy,  the 
flatutes  of  Mortmain  were  repealed  for  20  years  to  come. 
But  after  all  the  pope  refufed  to  confirm  the  reflriftions, 
alledging,  that  the  legate  had  exceeded  his  powers;  fo  that 
the  poffeffors  of  church  lands  had  but  a  precarious  title  to 
their  eflates  under  this  reign;  for  even  before  the  reconci¬ 
liation  was  fully  concluded,  the  pope  publifhed  a  bull,  by 
which  he  excommunicates  all  thofe  perfons  who  were  in  pof- 
feffion  of  the  goods  of  the  church  or  monafleries,  and  did 
not  reftore  them.*  This  alarmed  the  fuperftitious  Queen, 
who,  apprehending  herfelf  near  her  time  of  child-birth,  fent 
for  her  minifters  of  hate,  and  furrendered  up  all  the  lands 
of  the  church  that  remained  in  the  crown,  to  be  difpofed  of 
as  the  pope  or  his  legate  fhould  think  fit.  But  when  a  pro- 
pofal  of  this  kind  was  made  to  the  commons  in  parliament, 
fome  of  them  boldly  laid  their  hands  upon  their  fwords, 
and  faid,  They  well  knew  how  to  defend  their  own  properties . 
But  the  Queen  went  on  with  afts  of  devotion  to  the  church; 
file  repaired  feveral  old  monafleries,  and  erefted  new  ones; 
hie  ordered  a  drift  enquiry  to  be  made  after  thofe  who  had 
pillaged  the  churches  and  monafleries,  and  had  been  em¬ 
ployed  in  the  vifitations  of  Henry  VIIL  and  Edward  VI. 
She  commanded  Bifhop  Bonner  to  raze  out  of  the  publick 
records  all  that  had  been  done  againfl  the  monks ;  and  par¬ 
ticularly  the  accounts  of  the  vifitations  of  monafleries; 
which  has  rendered  the  ecclefiaflical  hiftory  of  this  time 
defective. 

The  next  aft  brought  into  the  houfe,  was  for  reviving 
the  flatutes  of  Richard  II.  and  Henry  IV.  and  V.  for  burning 
hereticks;  which  palfed  both  houfes  in  fix  days,  to  the  un- 
fpeakable  joy  of  the  Popifh  clergy.  The  houfes  having 
been  informed  of  fome  heretical  preachers,  who  had  prayed 
in  their  conventicles,  that  God  would  turn  the  Queen’s 
heart  from  idolatry  to  the  true  faith,  or  elfe  fhorten  her 
days;  they  paffed  an  aft,  cc  That  all  that  prayed  after  this 
u  manner  fhould  be  adjudged  traitors.”  After  which,  01.1 
the  1 6th  of  Jan.  1555,  the  parliament  was  diffolved. 


f  Burnet’s  Hill.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  309. 
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I  he  kingdom  being  now  reconciled  to  the  church  of 
w,;e,  and  the  penal  laws  againft  hereticks  revived,  a  council 

is  t  a  drh  V  Ur  thA- mf»ef  of  de'fng  with  the  reformed.  It 
infb-i’fl  ■ li  Cardinal  Pole  was  for  the  gentler  methods  of 

nftrncucn  and  perfuafion,  which  is  fomewhat  doubtful ;S  but 

Gardiner  was  certainly  for  rigour,  imagining  that  a  fewex- 

amp  es  of  feventy  upon  the  heads  of  the  party,  would  ter- 

y  ne  le  into  a  compliance.  The  Queen  was  of  his  mind, 

d  commanded  Gardiner,  by  a  commiffion  to  himfelf  and 

•T*?th  n  blfll0Ps’  t0  make  the  experiment.  He  began 
with  Mr.  Mr .Cardmaker,  and  Bifliop  Hooper,  who 

-ad  been  kepQm  pnfon  18  months  without  law.  Thefe 
upon  examination  were  aiked,  whether  they  would  abjure 
i.  en  heretical  opinions  about  the  facrament,  and  submit  to 

MJ  oTjfS  Mejno.irs  f  Cranmer,  p.  347,  a„d  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  6. 

«  tionsTiv^  m  H  pkce/re  as  fbl,ows:  “  In  thJe  inftruc- 

cc  p°;S  (Slven  to  die  clergy )  there  are  feveral  flriftures  that  make  it  appear 

“  Z  r  n°  °  gent!f  ,towards  the  Hereticks  as  was  reported,  butha- 
«  0f  I’pe  dTvsrar)f  an.d  c.hathP  wcf  hfd  in  hand  with  the  bloody  bifeops 
„  °Hh  V*  da,}  5  for  VS  P  ain'  that  he  F«t  the  bifhops  noon  proceedirf 
ith  them  (the  proteftants)  according  to  the  fanguinary  laws  lately  m- 

force  and  ^hat  an  invention  was  £t  tf 

„  >  a  k-.nd  ot  inqiufition  by  him  fet  up,  wherein  the  names  of  all  fuch 

„  Wrjrn’  w  lnevery  Place  and  parilli  in  England  were  re- 

conciled;  and  fo  whofoever  were  not  found  in  thofe  books,  miyht  be 

;;  ZTn  0  f  "0frr,dS  t0  the  Po^  and  fo  be  proceeded  agafn ftC 

„  re  lndeed  a£er  PoIe  s  cra%  and  zealous  management  of  this  reconci- 
<<  •'0?  Wlth  ,Ro,me)’  a!I  t,lat  good  opinion  that  men  had  before  of  him 

„  !,"d’  and^hey  found  themfelves  much  miftaken  in  him,  infomuch 
,f  f,at  ?eo.Ple ■  (poke  againft  him  as  bad  as  of  the  Pope  himfelf,  or  the  worftof 
„  ,  tardir,ai5.  Indeed  he  had  frequent  conferences  with  the  Proteftants 
about  justification  by  faith  alone,  &c.  and  would  often  wife  the  true 

dodtrme  might  prevail;  but  now  the  malic  was  taken  off,  and  he  fltewed 
himfelf  what  he  was.” 

In  the  place  anfwering  to  the  latter  reference,  Strype  fays,  “He  wholly 
italiamzea9  and  returned  into  England  endued  with  a  nature  foreign  and 
jierce,  and  was  the  very  butcher  and  scourge  of  the  English 

'  r\HUw?H‘  *  T  .  Author’s  Review,  p.  896. 

•p]1*  ^darner^  wnGfe  charader  of  Cardinal  Pole  is  a  panegyrick,  yet  favs, 

7  1  .  he  was  vei7  ^ confident  in  one  particular;  which  was,  that  at  the 

fame jtime  he  was^excl aiming  againft  the  perfecution  of  the  reformed,  and 
wouxd  not  himfelf  trace  any  part  in  that  daughter,  he  was  giving  commiffions 
to  others  to  proceed  in  it,  and  returned  a  certificate  into  the  court  of  chan- 
cc  01  feveral  who  had  been  convided  of  herefy  before  the  commiffaries 
ci  his  appointing,”  Ecclefiaftical  Hiftory,  v.  ii.  p.  402. 
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the  church  as  then  eftabliflied?  which  they  refuting,  were 
declared  obftinate  hereticks,  and  delivered  over  to  the  fecular 
power.  Mr.  Rogers  was  burnt  in  Smithfield ,  Feb.  4,  a  par¬ 
don  being  offered  him  at  the  ftake,  which  he  refufed,  though 
he  had  a  wife  and  ten  fmall  children  unprovided  for.  Bifhop 
Hooper  was  burnt  at  Glocejler ,  Feb.  9-  He  was  not  fullered 
to  fpeak  to  the  people;  and  was  uled  lo  barbaroufly  In  the 
fire,  that  his  legs  and  thighs  were  roafted,  and  one  of  his 
hands  dropt  off,  before  he  expired:  his  laft  words  were. 
Lord  Jcfus ,  receive  my  fpirit .  While  he  was  in  prifon  he 

wrote  feveral  excellent  letters,  full  of  devotion  and  piety, 
to  the  foreign  divines.  *  In  one  to  But  linger^  dated  Dec.  1 1 , 
1554,  about  two  months  before  his  martyrdom,  are  thefe 
expreffions, — “  With  us  the  wound  which  Antichrift  had 
received  is  healed,  and  he  is  declared  head  of  the  church, 
who  is  not  a  member  of  it.  We  are  (till  in  the  utmoft 
peril,  as  we  have  been  for  a  year  and  half.  We  are  kept 
afunder  in  prifon,  and  treated  with  all  kinds  of  inhuma- 
cc  nity  and  fcorn.  They  threaten  us  every  day  with  death, 
6C  which  we  do  not  value.  We  refolutely  defpife  fire  and 
u  fword  for  the  caufe  of  Chriff.  We  know  in  whom  we 
u  have  believed,  and  are  fure  we  have  committed  our  fouls 
cc  to  him  by  well-doing.  In  the  mean  time,  help  us  with 
cc  your  prayers,  that  he  that  has  begun  the  good  work  in 
66  us  would  perform  it  to  the  end.  We  are  the  Lord’s,  let 
66  him  do  with  us  as  feemeth  good  in  his  fight.” 

About  the  fame  time  Mr.  Saunders ,  another  minifler,  was 
burnt  at  Coventry .  When  he  came  to  the  flake,  he  faid. 
Welcome  the  crofs  of  Chrift ;  welcome  everlajlmg  life .  Dr, 
'day lor ,  parfon  of  Hadley ,  fullered  next:  Gardiner  ufed  him 
very  roughly,  and  after  condemning  and  degrading  him  fent 
him  to  his  own  parfonage  to  be  burnt;  which  he  under¬ 
went  with  great  courage  Feb.  9,  though  he  had  barbarous 
ufage  in  the  fire,  his  brains  being  beat  out  with  one  of  the 
halberts. 

Gardiner  feeing  himfelf  difappointed,  meddled  no  further, 
but  committed  the  profecution  of  the  bloody  work  to  Bonner 
hilltop  of  London .  This  clergyman  behaved  more  like  a 

*  Hift.  Ref,  vol,  in.  in  Records,  numb,  38, 
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canniDal  than  a  chnftian;  he  condemned  without  mercv  aii 
that  came  be.ore  him;  ordering  them  to  be  kept  in  the  molt 
cruel  durance  nil  they  were  delivered  over  to  the  civil  ma- 
gil  Irate.  He  tore  off  the  beard  of  Tomkins  a  weaver  in 
Shoreditch ,  and  held  his  hand  in  the  flame  of  a  candle  till 
the  lmews  and  veins  flirunk  and  burft,  and  the  blood  fpurted 
out  in  Harpsfield’ s  face,  who  was  handing  by.  He  put 
others  m  dungeons,  and  in  the  hocks,  and  fed  them  with 
bread  and  water  ;  and  when  they  were  brought  before  him 
iniulted  over  their  mifery  in  a  moh  brutifli  manner. 

rn  the  month  of  March  were  burnt,  Bifhop  Ferrars,  at 
bt.  David  r;  Mr.  Lawrence  a  prieh,  at  Colchejier ;  Mr.  Tom¬ 
kins  a  weaver,  in  Smithjield-,  Mr.  Hunter  an  apprentice  of  ia 
years  of  age,  at  Brentwood-,  Mr.  Caujion  and  Mr.  Hidden 
gentlemen  of  good  ehates,  in  Eff'ex-,  Mr.  William  Pint,  at 
Braintree-,.  Mr.  Stephen  Knight,  at  Malden-,  Mr.  Rawlins 
11  blte  a  Poor  hhterman,  at  Cardiff*.  In  the  next  month. 
Mi .  Mai  ch  a  prieh,  at  Chejler ;  and  one  E lower,  a  youn^ 
man  in  St.  Margaret’s  Church-yard,  Weftminfter. 

1  hefe  burnings  were  difliked  by  the  nation,  which  beaan 
to  be  affoni  filed  at  the  courage  and  conhancy  of  the  martyrs; 
and  to  be  hartled  at  the  unrelenting  feverity  of  the  hilltops,' 
who,  being  teproached  with  their  cruelties,  threw  the  odium 
upon  tne  King  and  Queen.  At  the  fame  time  a  petition  was 
printed  by  the  exiles  beyond  fea,  and  addreffed  to  the  Queen, 
putting  ncr  in  mind,  That  the  Turks  tolerated  Chriftians, 

“  an^  Chriftians  in  the  moh  places  tolerated  Jews.  That 
4  no  papih  had  been ,  put  to  death  for  religion  in  King 
Edward's  time.  And  then  they  befeech  the  nobility  and 
common  people,  to  intercede  with  her  Majehy,  to  put  a 
i  O-i  Isl^j '  d,  and  at  leaf!  grant  her  fubjefts 

4  the  fame  liberty  fne  gllowed  hrangers,  of  tranfporting 
‘4  themfelves  into  foreign  parts.”  But  it  had  no  effea.— 
King  Philip ,  being  informed  of  the  artifices  of  the  bihiops, 
caufed  his  confeffor  Alphonfus  to  preach  againh  thefe  feve- 
rities,  which  he  did  in  the  face  of  the  whole  court;  Benner 
himfelf  pretended  to  be  fick  of  theip;  but  after  fome  littie 
recefs  he  went  on.  And  though  Philip  pretended  to  be  for 
milder  meafures,  yet  on  the  24th  of  May  he  and  the  Queen 
figned  a  letter  to  Bonner ,  to  quicken  him  to  his  pafforal 

duty; 
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duty;*  whereupon  lie  redoubled  his  fury,  and  in  the  month 
of  june  condemned  nine  Proteftants  at  once  to  the  hake  in 
Effex\  and  the  council  wrote  to  the  Iheriffs,  to  gather  the 
gentry  together  to  countenance  the  burnings  with  their 
prefence . 

In  the  month  of  July  Mr.  John  Bradford ,  late  prebendary 
of  St.  Bauds,  and  a  moft  celebrated  preacher  in  King  Ed¬ 
ward's  days,  fufiered  martyrdom.  He  was  a  moft  pious 
chriflian,and  is  faid  to  have  done  as  much  fervice  to  the  refor¬ 
mation  by  his  letters  from  prifon,  as  by  his  preaching  in  the 
pulpit.  Endeavours  were  ufed  to  turn  him,  but  to  no  purpofe. 
He  was  brought  to  the  flake  with  one  John  Leafe ,  an  ap¬ 
prentice  of  1 9°years  old ;  lie  killed  the  flake  and  the  faggots  ; 
but  being  forbid  to  fpeak  to  the  people,  he  only  prayed 
with  his  fellow-fufterer,  and  quietly  fubmitted  to  the  fire. 
Elis  lall  words  were,  Strait  is  the  gate,  and  narrow  is  the  way , 
that  leadeth  unto  eternal  life ,  and  few  there  he  that  find  it. 
From  Smithfield  the  perfecution  fpread  all  over  the  country; 
in  the  months  of  June  and  July  eight  men  and  one  woman 
were  burnt  in  feveral  parts  of  Kent ;  and  in  the  months  of 
Augufl  and  September,  twenty-five  more  in  Suffolk,  Effex, 
and  Surry . 

But  the  greatefl  facrifice  to  popifh  cruelty  'was  yet  to 
come:  For  on  the  iotli  of  October  the  Bifhops  Ridley  and 
Latimer  were  burnt  at  one  flake  in  Oxford .  Latimer  died 
prefently;  but  Ridley  was  a  long  time  in  exquifite  torments, 
his  lower  parts  being  burnt  before  the  fire  reach’d  his  body. 
His  lafl  words  to  his  fellow-fufferer  were,  Be  of  good  hearty 
brother,  for  God  will  either  affuage  the  fury  of  the  fame,  or 
enable  us  to  abide  it .  Latimer  replied,  Be  of  good  comfort, 
for  we  fhall  this  day  light  fuch  a  candle  in  England,  as  I  tru ft 
by  God's  grace  fall  never  be  put  out .  The  very  fame  day 
Gardiner,  their  great  perfecutor,  was  flruck  with  the  illnefs 
of  which  lie  died;  it  was  a  fupprefiion  of  urine,  which  held 
him  in  great  agonies  till  the  1 2th  of  November,  when  he  ex¬ 
pired.  He  would  not  fit  down  to  dinner  till  he  had  received 
the  news  from  Oxford  of  the  burning  of  the  two  bifhops, 
which  was  not  till  four  of  the  clock  in  the  afternoon;  and 
while  lie  was  at  dinner  he  was  feized  with  the  dutemper  that 

*  Kanin,  p.  1 84,  1 88. 
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put  an  end  to  his  life.*  When  Bifhop  Day  fpoke  to  him  Gf 
juiuficantm  through  the  blood  of  Chrifl,  he  laid,  If  you  open 

\  ]  Sfr!°  *hi  pe.0pJe’  then  fare*>eU  all  again.  HeconFeffed 
.  ie  had  finned  with  Peter ,  but  had  not  repented  with  him. 

On  the  1 8 ta  of  December  Mr.  Archdeacon  Philpot%  was 
burnt,  and  behaved  at  the  flake  with  the  courage  and  refo- 
lotion  of  the  primitive  martyrs. 

fibred1116  H  llT  °f  ^a  Archbilhop  Cranmer 

iunued.  He  had  been  degradea  by  the  Billions  Thirlbv 

“ntl  B°nner  on  b  eb.  14th.  Bonner  infulted  him  in  an  inde¬ 
cent  manner  but  Thirlby  melted  into  tears.  After  this  by 
much  perfuafion,  and  in  hopes  of  life,  he  fet  his  hand  to  a 
paper  in  which  he  renounced  the  errors  of  Luther  and 
Zuinglius,  and  acknowledged  his  belief  of  the  corporal  pre- 
lence,  the  pope’s  fupremacy,  purgatory,  and  invocation  of 

-  *  THf faid  on,the  authodty  of  Fox,  after  whom  moll  hillorians  repeat 

nowever,  gives  no  credit  to  the  ftory.  He  obferves 
i  ha.  the  bilhops  were  burnt  on  the  1 6th  of  Oftober:  on  the  2  ill  the  par’ 
Lament  was  opened  by  a  fpeech  from  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  on  the  2  id 
he  appeared  again  m  the  houfe  of  lords :  and  had  he  been  feized  with  a 
retention  or  urine  on  the  16th,  he  would  fcarcely  have  been  able  to  come 
0!1f -=che  days,  neither  would  he  probably  have  held  out  till  the  1 2th 

lNrrber  fo  °.WlngJ  "l1?11*  was  the  daf  he  died-  And  Bifhop  Godwin, 

•  no  uutes  no  notice  of  this  report,  fays  he  died  of  a  dropfy.” 

Warner’s  Ecclefiaftical  Hiftory,  v.  ii.  p.  382. 

l ]^S  um  Plcafing  to  dwell  on  the  failings  of  good  men,  efpeciallp  of 
tIlofc  c?  wll0ie.  zfal  a"d  integrity  the  caufe  of  religion  and  truth  is,  in  a 
great  degree,  indented:  yet  the  impartiality  of  an  Hiftorian,  and  the  in- 
it  me  Hon  anc.  warning  of  future  times,  require  feme  notice  of  them.  Mr. 
i\cai,m  this  View,  would  not  have  done  amifs,  had  he  informed  his  readers* 
that  this  eminent  Proteftant  divine  and  martyr  incurred  the  blame  of  ids 
inencls,  an  cl  uncovered  a  very  illiberal,  and  intolerant  fpirit,  by  an  highly 
mi ulting  and  pafionate  behaviour  towards  fome  of  his  fellow-prifoners 
who  denied  the  doftrme  of  the  Trinity  and  of  the  Deity  ofChrift  It  gave' 
even  m  thofe  times,  fo  much  offence,  that  he  judged  it  proper  to  attempt 
a  vindication  of  htmfeif m  a  little  traft,  entitled:  “  An  aDology  of  Thon 
Ihilpot,  written  for  fpitting  upon  an  Arian;  with  an  inveftive  againft 
“  Anans,  the  yeri  natural  children  of  Antichrift:  with  an  admonition 
“  to  all  that  be  futhfull  in  Chrift,  to  bew-are  of  them,  and  of  other  late 
“  fptung  herefies,  as  of  the  moll  enemies  of  the  Gofpcll.”  The  title  of 
t’us  piece  plainly  indicates,  that  no  calm  investigation  of  the  truth,  or 
candid  redrafting  of  intemperate'  language  and  fpirit,  is  to  be  expefted  in  it. 
k V-  has  given  it  at  length,  in  his  «  Hiftory  of  Unitarian  Wor- 

imp  '  with  pertinent,  judicious  and  valuable  remarks.  To  which  with 
pleafure  we  refer  the  reader,  p.  84  to  194.  Ed. 
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faints,  &x.  This  was  quickly  publifhed  to  the  world  with 
great  triumph  among  the  papifts,  and  grief  to  the  reformers. 
But  the  unmerciful  Queen  was  Hill  rdolved  to  have  his  life, 
and  accordingly  lent  down  a  writ  for  his  execution:  She 
could  never  forgive  the  Chare  lie  had  in  her  mother’s  divorce, 
and  in  driving  the  pope’s  authority  cut  of  England. — 
Cranmer ,  fufpe&ing  trie  defign,  prepared  a  true  confeffion  of 
his  faith,  and  carried  it  in  his  bofom  to  St.  Mar/ s  church 
on  the  day  of  his  martyrdom,  where  he  was  raifed  on  an 
eminence,  that  he  might  be  feen  by  the  people,  and  hear: 
his  own  funeral  fermon.  Never  was  a  more  awful  and  me¬ 
lancholy  ipeftacle;  an  archbifhop,  once  the  lecond  man  in 
the  kingdom,  now  clotliql  in  rags,  and  a  gazing-flock  ta 
the  world!  Cole  the  preacher  magnified  his  converfion  as 
the  immediate  hand  of  God,  and  allured  him  of  a  great 
many  makes  to  be  find  for  his  foul.  After  fermon  he  delired 
Cranmer  to  declare  his  own  faith,  which  he  did  with  tears, 
declaring  his  belief  in  the  holy  fcriptures,  and  the  Apoflles> 
creed;  and  then  came  to  that,  which  he  faid  troubled  his 
confidence  more  than  any  thing  he  had  done  in  his  life,  and 
that  was  his  fubfcribing  the  abovementioned  p^per  out  of 
fear  of  death  and  love  of  life;  and  therefore,  when  he  came 
to  the  fire,  he  was  refolved  that  hand  that  finned  it  fiiould 
burn  fir  ft.  The  affembly  was  all  in  confufion  ;it  this  difap- 
pointment;  and  the  broken-hearted  arclibifiiop,  fhedding 
abundance  of  tears,  was  led  immediately  to  the  flake;  and 
being  tied  to  it,  he  ftretched  out  his  right  hand  to  the  flame, 
never  moving  it  but  once  to  wipe  his  face,  till  it  dropt  off. 
He  often  cried  out,  2  hat  unworthy  hand!  which  was  con- 
fumed  before  the  fire  reached  his  body.  His  iafl  words 
were,  Lord  Jefus ,  receive  my  fpirit .  He  died  in  the  67th 
year  of  his  age,  and  23d  of  his  archbifhoprick,  and  was 
Succeeded  by  Cardinal  Pole . 

It  is  not  within  the  compafs  of  my  defign  to  write  a  m ar¬ 
ty  rology  of  thefe  times;  nor  to  follow  Bifliop  Bonner  and 
his  brethren  through  the  rivers  of  Proteflant  blood  which 
they  fpilt.  The  whole  year  1556  was  one  continued  per¬ 
secution,  in  which  popery  triumphed  in  all  its  falfe  and 
bloody  colours.  Bonner ,  not  content  to  burn  hereticks 
Singly,  feat  them,  by  companies  to  the  flames.  Such  as  were 
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fnfpe&ed  of  herefy  were  examined  upon  the  articles  of  the 
corporal  prefence  of  Chrift  in  the  facrament,  auricular  con - 
fefton,  and  the  mafs ;  and  if  they  did  not  make  fatisfaftory 
anfwers,  they  were  without  any  farther  proofs  condemned 
to  the  fire.  Women  were  not  fpared,  nor  infants  in  the 
womb.  In  the  Ifle  of  Guernfey  a  woman  with  child  being 
ordered  to  the  fire,  was  delivered  in  the  flames,  and  the  infant 
being  taken  from  her,  was  ordered  by  the  magifirates  to  be 
thrown  back  into  the  fire.  At  length  the  butcherly  work 
growing  too  much  for  the  hands  that  were  employed  in  it, 
the  Queen  erected  an  extraordinary  tribunal  for  trying  of 
herefy,  like  the  Spanijh  inquifition,  confiding  of  3 1  com- 
miffioners,  mod  of  them  laymen;*  and  in  the  month  of  June 
1  355,  flie  ifiued  out  a  proclamation,  that  fuch  as  received 
heretical  books  fhould  be  immediately  put  to  death  by  mar¬ 
tial  law .  Site  forbid  prayers  to  be  made  for  the  fujferers , 
or  even  to  fay  God  blefs  them: — So  far  did  her  fiery  zeal 
tranfport  her.*  Upon  the  whole,  the  number  of  them 
that  differed  death  for  the  reformed  religion  in  this  reign, 
were  no  lefs  than  277  perfons,§  of  whom  were  5  bifhops, 
ni  clergymen,  8  gentlemen,  Sa-tradefmen,  100  hufbandmen, 
labourers  and  fervants,  55  women,  and  4  children.  Befides 
thefe,  there  were  34  more  under  profecution,  7  of  whom 
were  whipt,  and  16  perifhed  in  prifon;  the  reft,  who  were 
making  themfelves  ready  for  the  fire,  were  delivered  by  the 
merciful  interpofure  of  divine  providence  in  the  Queen’s 
death. 

In  a  book  corrected,  if  not  written  by  Lord  Burleigh  in 
Queen  Elizabeth's  time,  entitled  The  Executions  for  Treafon , 
it  is  faid  400  perfons  differed  publickly  in  Queen  Mary's 
reign,  befides  thofe  who  were  fecretly  murdered  in  prifon; 
of  thefe,  20  were  bifhops  and  dignified  clergymen;  60  were 

*  Clark’s  Martyr,  p.  506. 

§  Eifhop  Maddox  cbferves,  that  Bifhop  Burnet  reckons  the  number  of 
fufFerers  to  be  284.  But  Mr.  Strype  has  preferved  (Memorials,  vol.  iii.  291, 
Appendix)  an  exadh  catalogue  of  the  numbers,  the  places  and  the  times  of 
execution.  The  general  fums  are  as  follows! 

S1 5  5  5 — 71  > 

! 556 — 89  I  Total  288,  befides  thofe  that  dyed  of 
! 557—88  f  famyne  in  fondry  prifons. 

1 5  5  8—40  J  '  Vindication,  p.  3 1 3. 
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women,  of  whom  fome  were  big  with  child;  and  one  was 
delivered  of  a  child  in  the  fire,  which  was  burnt;  and  above 
40  men-children.*  I  might  add,  thefe  mercilefs'papifls  car¬ 
ried  their  fury  againft  the  reformed  beyond  the  grave;  for 
they  caufed  the  bones  of  Fag  ins  and  Bucer  to  be  dug  out 
of  their  graves,  and  having  ridiculouily  cited  them  by  their 
commilfioners  to  appear,  and  give  an  account  of  their  faith, 
they  caufed  them  to  be  burnt  for  non-appearance.  Is  it 
poffible,  after  fuch  a  relation  of  things,  for  any  Prcteftant 
to  be  in  love  with  high  commijjions ,  with  oaths  ex  officio ,  and 
laws  to  deprive  men  of  their  lives ,  liberties ,  and  ejiates ,  for 
matters  of  meer  confcience?  And  yet  thefe  very  reformers, 
when  the  power  returned  into  their  hands,  were  too  much 
inclined  to  thefe  engines  of  cruelty.  ' 

The  controverfy  about  predejlination  and  free-will  ap¬ 
peared  firft  among  the  reformers  at  this  time.  Some  that 
were  in  the  King9 s -Bench  prifon  for  the  profeflion  of  the  gof- 
pel,  denied  the  doctrines  of  abfolute  predeflination  and  ori¬ 
ginal  fin.  They  were  men  of  drift  and  holy  lives,  but  warm 
for  their  opinions,  and  unquiet  in  their  behaviour.  Mr. 
Bradford  had  frequent  conferences  with  them,  and  gained 
over  fome  to  his  own  perfuafion.  The  names  of  their 
teachers  were  Harry  Hart ,  Trew ,  and  Abingdon-,  they  ran 
their  notions  as  high  as  the  modern  Arminians ,  or  as  Pelagius 
himfelf,  defpifing  learning,  and  utterly  rejefting  the  autho¬ 
rities  of  the  fathers.  Bradford  was  apprehenfive  that  they 
would  do  a  great  deal  of  mifehief  in  the  church,  and  there¬ 
fore,  in  concert  with  Bifliop  Ferrar ,  Taylor ,  and  Philpot ,  he 
wrote  to  Cranmer ,  Ridley ,  and  Latimer ,  at  Oxford,  to  take 
fome  cognizance  of  the  matter,  and  confult  together  about 
remedying  it.  Upon  this  occafion  Ridley  wrote  back  a  letter 
of  God’s  election  and  predejlination ,  and  Bradford  wrote 
another  upon  the  fame  fubjeft.  But  the  free-willers  treated 
him  rudely;  “  They  told  him,  he  was  a  great  Hander  to  the 
cc  word  of  God  in  refpeft  of  his  doftrine,  becaufe  he  be- 
cc  lieved  and  affirmed  the  falvation  of  God’s  people  to  be 
“  fo  certain,  that  they  fhould  affuredly  enjoy  the  fame. — 
u  They  faid,  it  hanged  partly  upon  our  perfeverance  to  the 

*  Hift.  Ref.  vol.  iii.  p.  264. 

Vol.  I.  H  “  end; 
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“  encI>  but  Bradford,  faid  it  hanged  upon  God’s  grace  in 
“  Chrift,  and  not  upon  our  perfeverance  in  any  point,  other- 
“  wife  grace  was  no  grace.”  When  this  holy  martyr  faw 
he  could  not  convince  them,  he  defired  they  might  pray  one 
for  another.  I  love  you  (fays  he)  my  dear  hearts,  though 
you  have  taken  it  othervjife  wi t hoit t  caufei  I  am  going  before 
you  to  my  God  and  your  God;  to  my  Father  and  your  Father ; 
to  my  Chrift  and  your  Chrjjl;  to  my  home  and  your  home. 

Mr.  Carelefs ,  another  eminent  martyr,  had  much  confe¬ 
rence  with  thefe  men  in  the  King’s- Bench  prifon,  of  whofe 
contentioufnefs  he  explained  in  a  letter  to  Phi/pot.  In  anfwer 
to  which  Philpot  writes,  That  he  was  forry  to  hear  of  the 
contentions  that  thefe  fcfmaticks  raifed,  but  that  he  fhould  not 
ceafe  to  do  his  endeavours  in  defence  of  the  truth,  againji 
thefe  arrogant,  f elf -willed,  and  blinded fcatterers :  That  thefe 
feds  were  neceffary  for  the  trial  of  our  faith.  He  adviled 
Mr.  Carelefs  to  be  modejl  and  humble,  that  Others  feeing  his 
grave  converfation  among  thofe  contentious  bablers  might  glorify 
God  in  the  truth.  He  then  befeeches  the  brethren  in  the  bowels 
cf  Chrift,  to  keep  the  bond  of  peace,  and  not  to  let  any  root  of 
bittemefs  fpring  up  among  them. 

But  this  contention  could  not  be  laid  afleep  for  fome  time, 
notwithftanding  their  common  fufferings  for  the  caufe  of 
religion.  They  wrote  one  againft  another  in  prifon,  and 
dilperfed  their  writings  abroad  in  the  world.  Mr.  Carelefs 
wrote  a  confeffion  of  his  faith;  one  article  of  which  was 
for  predeftination,  and  againft  free-will.  This  confeffion 
he  fent  to  the  Proteftant  prifoners  in  Newgate,  whereunto 
they  generally  fubfcribed,  and  particularly  twelve  that  were 
under  fentence  of  condemnation  to  be  burnt.  Hart,  having 
got  a  copy  of  Carelefs’s  confeffion,  wrote  his  own  in  oppo- 
fition  to  it  on  the  back-fide;  and  would  have  perfuaded  the 
prifoners  in  Newgate  to  fubfcribe  it,  but  could  not  prevail. 
1  do  not  find  any  of  thefe  free-willers  at  the  ftake,  (fays  my 
author)  or  if  any  of  them  fuffered,  they  made  no  mention 
of  their  diftinguilhing  opinions  when  they  came  to  die.— 
But  thefe  unhappy  divifions  among  men  that  were  under 
the  crofs,  gave  great  advantage  to  the  papifts,  who  took 
occafion  from  hence  to  feoff  at  the  profeffors  of  the  gofpel, 
as  difagreeing  among  themfelves.  They  blazed  abroad  their 
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infirmities,  and  {aid.  They  were  fuffering  for  they  knew  not 
•what.  Dr.  Martin,  a  great  papilt,  expofed  their  weak- 
neflesj  but  when  Martin  came  tovifit  the  prifoners,  Carelefs 
took  the  opportunity  to  proteil  openly  again!!  Hart’s  doc¬ 
trines,  faying,  He  had  deceived  many  fimple  fouls  with  his 
Pelagian  opinions. 

Befides  thefe  free-willers,  it  feems  there  were  fome  few  in 
prifon  for  the  golpel  that  were  Arians,  and  difbelieved  the 
divinity  of  Jefus  Chrift.  Two  of  them  lay  in  the  King’ s-Bench, 
and  raifed  fuch  unfeemly  and  quarrelfome  dilputes,  that  the 
IVfai  lltal  Vv  as  foi  ced  to  feparate  the  prifoners  from  one  an¬ 
other;  and  in  the  year  15565  the  noife  of  their  contentions 
reached  the  eai  s  of  the  council,  who  lent  Dr.  ] Vlartin  to  the 
Kitig’s-Bench  to  examine  into  the  affair.* 

I  mention  thefe  difputes,  to  fliew  the  frailty  and  corruption 
of  human  nature, f  even  under  the  crofs,  and  to  point  the 
reader  to  the  firft  beginnings  of  thofe  debates  which  after¬ 
wards  occafioned  unfpeakable  mifchiefs  to  the  church ;  for 
though  the  Pelagian  doftrine  was  efpoufed  but  by  a  very  few 
of  the  Englif  reformers,  and  was  buried  in  that  prifon  where 
it  began  for  almoft  50  years,  it  revived  in  the  latter  end  of 
Queen  Elizabeth,  under  the  name  of  Arininianifn,  and  within 

the  compafs  of  a  few  years  fupplanted  the  received  doftrine 
or  the  reformation. 

Many  of  the  clergy  that  were  zealous  profelTors  of  the 
gOipel  under  King  Edward  VI.  through  fear  of  death  re¬ 
canted  and  iubfcribed;  fome  out  of  weaknefs,  who,  as  foon 
as  they  were  out  of  danger,  revoked  their  fubfcriptions,  and 
openly  confefTed  their  fall:  Of  this  fort  were  Scory  and 
ar.ow  bithops,  the  famous  Mr.  Jewel,  and  others.  Among 


#  Strype’s  Life  of  Cranmer,  p.  352. 
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the  common  people  fome  went  to  mafs  to  preferve  their  lives, 
and  yet  frequented  the  affemblies  of  the  gofpellers ,  holding 
it  not  unlawful  to  be  prefent  with  their  bodies  at  the  fervice 
ot  the  mafs,  as  long  as  their  fpirits  did  not  confent.*  Brad¬ 
ford  and  others  wrote  with  great  warmth  againft  thefe  tem¬ 
porizers,  and  advifed  their  brethren  not  to  truft,  or  confort 
with  them.  They  alfo  publillied  a  treatife  upon  this  argu¬ 
ment,  entituled,  The  Mif chief  and  Hurt  of  the  Mafs\  and 
recommended  the  reading  it  to  all  that  had  defiled  themfelves 
with  that  idolatrous  fervice. 

But  though  many  complied  with  the  times,  and  fome  con¬ 
cealed  themfelves  in  friends’  houfes,  fhifting  from  one  place 
to  another,  others  refolved  with  the  hazard  of  their  lives  to 
join  together  and  worftiip  God,  according  to  the  fervice 
book  of  King  Edward .  There  were  feveral  of  thefe  con- 
gregations  up  and  down  the  country,  which  met  together  in 
the  night,  and  in  fecret  places,  to  cover  themfelves  from  the 
notice  of  their  perfecutors.  Great  numbers  in  Suffolk  and 
Efex  conftantly  frequented  the  private  affemblies  of  the  gof 
pellers ,  and  came  not  at  all  to  the  publick  fervice;  but  the 
moil  confiderable  congregation  was  in  and  about  London .  It 
was  formed  foon  after  Queen  Mary  s  acceflion,  andconfifled 
of  above  200  members.  They  had  divers  preachers,  as 
Mr.  Scambler  afterwards  bifliop  of  Peterborough ,  Mr.  Fowler , 
Mr.  Rough  a  Scotfman,  who  was  burnt;  Mr.  Bernher ,  and 
Mr.  Bentham ,  who  furvived  the  perfecution,  and  in  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  Queen  Elizabeth’s  reign,  was  made  bifliop  of 
"Lichfield  and  Coventry  \  Mr.  Cuthbert  Simpfon  was  deacon  of 
the  church,  and  kept  a  book  with  the  names  of  all  that  be¬ 
longed  to  it:  They  met  fometimes  about  Aldgate,  fometimes 
in  Blackfriars ,  fometimes  in  Thames  flreet ,  and  fometimes  on 
board  of  fhips,  when  they  had  a  mafter,  for  their  purpofe: 
Sometimes  they  aflembled  in  the  villages  about  London ,  to 
cover  themfelves  from  the  bifhop’s  officers  and  fpies;  and 
especially  at  IJlington ;  but  here,  by  the  treachery  of  a  falle 
brother,  the  congregation  was  at  length  difeovered  and 
broke  up:  Mr.  Rough  their  minifter,  and  Mr.  Simpfon  their 
deacon,  were  apprehended  and  burnt,  with'  many  others, 

*  Strype’s  Life  of  Cranmer,  p.  362,  3. 
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Indeed,  the  whole  church  was  in  the  utmofl  danger;  for 
whereas  Simpfon  the  deacon  ufed  to  carry  die  book  wherein 
the  names  of  the  congregation  were  contained,  to  their  pri¬ 
vate  affemblies,  he  happened  that  day,  through  the  good 
providence  of  God,  to  leave  it  with  Mrs.  Rough  the  mi¬ 
ll  i  her’ s  wife.  When  he  was  in  the  Tower  the  recorder  of 
London  examined  him  ftri&ly,  and  becaufe  he  would  neither 
difeover  the  book  or  the  names,  he  was  put  upon  the  rack 
three  times  in  one  day.#  He  was  then  fent  to  Bonner ,  who 
faid  to  the  fpeftators,  “  You  fee  what  a  perfonable  man  this 
<c  is;  and  for  his  patience,  if  he  was  not  an  heretick,  I  fhould 
cc  much  commend  him,  for  he  has  been  thrice  racked  in 
one  day,  and  in  my  houfe  has  endured  fome  forrow,  and 
yet  I  never  faw  his  patience  moved.”  But  notwithlfanding 
this,  Bonner  condemned  him,  and  ordered  him  firft  into 
the  flocks  in  his  coal-houfe,  and  from  thence  to  Smith  fields 
where  with  Mr.  Fox  and  Davenijh ,  two  others  of  the  church 
taken  at  ljlington ,  he  ended  his  life  in  the  flames. 

Many  efcaped  the  fury  of  the  perfecution,  by  withdrawing 
from  the  florm,  and  flying  into  foreign  countries.  Some 
went  into  France  and  Flanders ,  fome  to  Geneva ,  and  others 
into  thofe  parts  of  Germany  and  Switzerland  where  the  re¬ 
formation  had  taken  place;  as  Baftl,  Frankfort ,  Embden , 
Strajburgh ,  Doejburgh ,  Arrow ,  and  Zurich,  where  the  ma- 
giflrates  received  them  with  great  humanity,  and  allowed 
them  places  for  publick  wrorfhip.  But  the  uncharitablenefs 
of  the  Lutherans  on  this  occafion  was  very  remarkable;  they 
hated  the  exiles  becaufe  they  were  S acr ament arians ,  and  when 
any  Englijh  came  among  them  for  flicker,  they  expelled  them 
their  cities;  fo  that  they  found  little  hofpitality  in  Saxony 
and  other  places  of  Germany  where  Lutheranifm  was  profeffed. 
Philip  Melandhon  interceded  with  the  fenate  on  their  behalf, 
but  the  clergy  were  fo  zealous  for  their  confubjiantiation , 
that  they  irritated  the  magiflrates  every  where  againll  them. 
The  number  of  the  refugees  is  computed  at  above  800; 
the  moft  confiderable  of  whom  have  been  mentioned,  as  the 
bifliops  of  Winchefter ,  Bath  and  Wells,  Chichejler ,  Exeter , 
and  Ojfory'y  the  deans  of  Chrift-Church ,  Exeter ,  Durham , 

*  Clarke’s  Martyr,  p.  497. 
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Hells,  and  Chichejler ;  the  archdeacons  of  Canterbury ,  S/w, 
ai-d  Lincoln y  with  a  great  many  other  very  learned  divines.* 
Ihe  laity  of  diftinftion  were  the  Duchefs  of  Suffolk  with 
hufband,  Sir  Thomas  Wroth ,  Sir  Richard  Morifon ,  Sir 
Anthony  Cook ,  Sir  Che  eke ,  and  others. 

Ihe  exiles  were  moft  numerous  at  Frankfort ,  where  that 
cofiteft  and  divilion  began  which  gave  rife  to  the  Puritans, 
and  to  that  fepaiation  from  the  church  of  England  which 
continues  to  this  day.  It  wi  11  therefore  be  neceffary  to  trace 
it  from  its  original.  On  the  27th  of  June  1  554,  Mr.  Whit - 
thigh  am ,  Williams ,  Sutton ,  and  Wood ,  with  their  families  and 
friends,  came  to  fettle  at  the  city  of  Frankfort ;  and  upon 
application  to  the  magiflrates  were  admitted  to  a  partnerfhip 
in  the  church  for  a  place  of  worfhip ;  the  two  con- 

gregations  being  to  meet  at  different  hours,  as  they  fhould 
agree  among  themfelves,  but  with  this  provifo,  That  before 
they  entered  they  fhould  fubfcribe  the  French  confeffton  of  faith, 
and  not  quarrel  about  ceremonies ,  to  which  the  Englijh  agreed  ; 
and  after  confultation  among  themfelves  they  concluded,  by 
univerfal  corffent  of  all  prefent,  not  to  anfwer  aloud  after  the 
Minifter ,  nor  to  ufe  the  litany  and  fur p lice \  but  that  the  pub- 
lick  fervice  fhould  begin  with  a  general  confeffion  of  fins, 
then  the  people  to  fing  a  pfalm  in  metre  in  a  plain  tune,  after 
which  the  minifter  to  pray  for  the  affiflance  of  God’s  holy 
fpirit,  and  fo  proceed  to  the  fermon;  after  fermon,  a  general 
prayer  for  all  effates,  and  particularly  for  England ,  at  the 
end  of  which  was  joined  the  Lord’s  prayer,  and  a  rehearfal 
of  the  articles  of  belief;  then  the  people  were  to  fing  ano¬ 
ther  pfalm,  and  the  minifter  to  difmifs  them  with  a  blefifmg. 
They  took  poffefiion  of  their  church  July  29th,  1554,  and 
having  chofen  a  minifter  and  deacons  to  ferve  for  the  prefent, 
they  feat  to  their  brethren  that  were  difperfed,  to  invite 
them  to  come  to  Frankfort ,  where  they  might  hear  God’s 
word  truly  preached,  the  facramerits  rightly  miniftered,  and 
fcripture  difcipline  ufed,  which  in  their  own  country  could 
not  be  obtained. 

The  more  learned  clergymen,  and  fome  younger  divines, 
fettled  at  Strajburgh ,  Zurich ,  and  Bafil ,  for  the  benefit  of 

*  Strype’s  Life  of  Cranmer,  p.  354,  &c, 
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the  libraries  of  thofe  places,  and  of  the  learned  converfation 
of  the  profeffors,  as  well  as  in  hopes  of  fome  little  employ¬ 
ment  in  the  way  of  printing.*  The  congregation  at  Frank¬ 
fort  fent  letters  to  thefe  places  of  the  2d  of  Auguft,  1554, 
befeeching  the  Englijh  divines  to  fend  fome  of  their  number, 
whom  they  might  choofe,  to  take  the  overfight  of  them.  I11 
their  letter  they  commend  their  new  fettlement,  as  nearer  the 
policy  and  order  of  fcripture  than  the  fervice-book  of  King 
Edward .  The  Strajburgh  divines  demurring  upon  the  affair, 
the  congregation  at  Frankfort  fent  for  Mr.  Knox  from  Geneva , 
Mr.  Haddon  from  Strajburgh ,  and  Mr.  Lever  from  Zurich , 
whom  they  defied  for  their  minilters.  At  length  the  flu- 
dents  at  Zurich  fent  them  word,  that  unlefs  they  might  be 
affured,  that  they  would  ufe  the  fame  order  of  fervice  con¬ 
cerning  religion,  as  was  fet  forth  by  King  Edward ,  they 
would  not  come  to  them,  for  they  were  fully  determined  to 
admit  and  ufe  no  other.  To  this  the  Frankfort  congregation 
replied,  that  they  would  ufe  the  fervice-book  as  far  as  God’s 
word  commanded  it;  but  as  for  the  unprofitable  ceremonies, 
though  fome  of  them  were  tolerable,  yet  being  in  a  flrange 
country  they  could  not  be  buffered  to  ufe  them;  and  indeed 
they  thought  it  better  that  they  fhould  never  be  praflifed. 
"  If  any  (fay  they)  think  that  the  not  ufmg  the  book  in  all 
points  fhould  weaken  our  godly  fathers  and  brethren’s 
hands,  or  be  a  difgrace  to  the  worthy  laws  of  King  Edward, 
let  them  confider,  that  they  themfelves  have  upon  confi- 
deration  and  circumftances  altered  many  things  in  it  here¬ 
tofore;  and  if  God  had  not  in  thefe  wicked  days  other- 
wife  determined,  would  hereafter  have  altered  more;  and 
in  our  cafe  we  doubt  not  but  they  would  have  done  as  we 

“  do.”  So  they  made  ufe  of  part  of  the  book,  but  omitted 
the  litany  and  refponfes. 

But  this  not  giving  fatisfaflion,  Mr.  Chambers  and  Mr. 
Grindai  came  with  a  letter  from  the  learned  men  of  Straf 
burgh ^  fubfcribed  with  16  hands,  in  which  they  exhort 
them  in  moft  preffing  language  to  a  full  conformity.  They 
fay,  they  make  no  queflion  but  the  magiflrates  of  Frankfort 
will  confent  to  the  ufe  of  the  Englijh  fervice,  and  there- 


cc 


cc 


CC 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 


*  Hitt,  of  the  Troubles  of  Fraiicfort,  printed  1575. 
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fore  they  cannot  doubt  of  the  congregation’s  good-will  and 
ready  endeavours  to  reduce  their  church  to  the  exatt  pattern 
or  King  Edward’s  book,  as  far  as  poffible  can  be  obtained: 
“  Should  they  deviate  from  it  at  this  time,  they  apprehend 
“  they  ffiould  feem  to  condemn  thofe  who  were  now  fealinu 
Ci  it  with  their  blood,  and  give  oecafion  to  their  adverfaries 
“  to  charge  them  with  inconftancy.”  The  Frankfort  con¬ 
gregation  in  their  letter  of  Dec.  3d,  reply,  that  “They 
“  had  omitted  as  few  ceremonies  as  poffible,  fo  that  there 
“  was  no  danger  of  their  being  charged  with  inconftancy. 

r  hey  apprehended  that  the  martyrs  in  England  were  not 
“  dying  in  defence  of  ceremonies,  which  they  allow  may  be 
“  altered;  and  as  for  doctrine  there  is  no  difference;  there- 
“  fore,  if  the  learned  divines  of  Strajhurgh  ffiould  come  to 
“  Frankfort  with  no  other  views  but  to  reduce  the  conpre- 
“  gation  to  King  Edward’s  form,  and  to  eftahlifh  the  popiffi 
“  ceremonies,  they  give  them  to  underhand  that  they  had 

oettei  itay  away.  This  was  figned  by  John  Knox ,  now 
come  from  Geneva ,  John  Bale ,  John  Fox  the  martyrologifl, 
and  fourteen  more. 

Things  being  in  this  uncertain  pollure  at  Frankfort-,  King 
Edward’s  book  being  ufed  in  part,  but  not  wholly;  and 
there  being  no  profpedl:  of  an  accommodation  with  their 
brethren  at  Strajhurgh,  they  refolved  to  afk  the  advice  of  the 
famous  Mr.  Calvin,  pallor  of  the  church  at  Geneva ;  who 
having  perufed  the  Englijh  liturgy,  took  notice,  “  That 
“  there  were  many  tolerable  weakneffes  in  it,  which,  becaufe 
“  at  firil  they  could  not  be  amended,  were  to  be  buffered ;  but 
“  that  it  behoved  the  learned,  grave,  and  godly  miniflers  of 
<c  Chrifl  to  enterprize  farther,  and  to  fet  up  fomething  more 
*f  filed  from  ruft,  and  purer.  If  religion  (fays  he)  had  flou- 
“  riffied  till  this  day  in  England ,  many  of  thefe  things  fliould 
“  have  been  correfted.  But  fince  the  reformation  is  over- 
“  thrown,  and  a  church  is  to  be  fet  up  in  another  place, 
“  where  you  are  at  liberty  to  eftabliffi  what  order  is  moll  for 
“  edification,  I  cannot  tell  what  they  mean,  who  are  fo  fond 
“  of  the  leavings  of  popiffi  dregs.”  Upon  this  letter  the 
Frankfort  congregation  agreed  not  to  fubmit  to  the  Straf- 
burgh  divines,  but  to  make  ufe  of  fo  much  of  the  fervice 
book  as  they  had  done,  till  the  end  of  April  1555;  and  if 
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any  new  contention  arofe  among  them  in  the  mean  time,  the 
matter  was  to  be  referred  to  Calvin ,  Mufculus ,  Martyr , 
Bullinger ,  and  lyre/.  - 

But  upon  the  13th  of  March  Dr.  CTv,  who  had  been 
tutor  to  King  Edward  VI.  a  man  of  an  high  fpirit,  but  of 
great  credit  with  his  countrymen,  coming  to  Frankfort  with 
fome  of  his  friends,  broke  through  the  agreement,  and  in¬ 
terrupted  the  publick  fervice  by  anfwering  aloud  after  the 
minifter ;  .and  the  Sunday  following  one  of  his  company, 
without  the  confent  of  the  congregation,  afcended  the  pulpit, 
and  read  the  whole  Litany .  Upon  this  Mr.  Knox  their  mi¬ 
ni  iter  taxed  the  authors  of  this  diforder  in  his  fermon  with  a 
breach  of  their  agreement;  and  further  affirmed,  that  fome 
things  in  the  fervice-book  were  fuperftitious  and  impure. — 
The  zealous  Dr.  Cox  reproved  him  for  his  cenfofioufnefs; 
and  being  admitted  with  his  company  to  vote  in  the  con¬ 
gregation,  got  the  majority  to  forbid  Mr.  Knox  to  preach 
any  more.  But  Knox's  friends  applied  to  the  magiflrate, 
who  commanded  them  to  unite  with  the  French  church  both 
in  difeipiine  and  ceremonies,  according  to  their  firft  agree¬ 
ment.  Dr.  Cox  and  his  friends,  finding  Knox’s  intereft  among 
the  magifirates  too  ftrong,  had  recourfe  to  an  unchriftian 
method  to  get  rid  of  him.  This  divine,  fome  years  before 
when  he  was  in  England ,  had  puhliffied  an  Englifh  book, 
called  An  Admonition  to  Chriftians\  in  which  he  had  faich 
That  the  Emperor  was  no  lefs  an  enemy  to  Chrijl  than  Nero. 
For  which,  and  fome  other  expreffions  in  the  book,  thefe 
gentlemen  accufed  him  of  high  treafon  againft  the  Emperor. 
The  fenate  being  tender  of  the  Emperor’s  honour,  and  not 
willing  to  embroil  themfelves  in  a  controverfy  of  this  nature, 
defired  Mr.  Knox ,  in  a  refpectfui  manner,  to  depart  the  city, 
which  he  did  accordingly,  March  25,  1555. 

After  this  Cox’ s  party  being  ftrengthened  by  the  addition 
of  fever al  Englifh  divines  from  other  places,  fixteen  of  them, 
viz.  3  doftors  of  divinity,  and  13  batchelors,  petitioned 
the  magifirates  for  the  free  ufe  of  King  Edward’s  fervice- 
book,  which  they  were  pleafed  to  grant.  Thus  the  old 
congregation  was  broke  up  by  Dr.  Cox  and  his  friends,  who 
now  carried  all  before  them.  They  chofe  new  church- 
officers,  taking  no  notice  of  the  old  ones,  and  let  up  the 
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fervice-book  of  King  Edward  without  interruption.  Knox’s 
friends  would  have  left  the  matter  to  the  arbitration  of 
divines,  which  the  others  refufed,  but  wrote  to  Mr.  Calvin 
to  countenance  their  proceedings,  which  that  great  divine 
could  not  do;  but  after  a  model!  excufe  for  intermeddling  in 
their  affairs,  told  them,  that  “  in  his  opinion  they  were  too 
“  much  adduced  to  the  Englijh  ceremonies;  nor  could  he 
“  fee  t0  what  purpofe  it  was  to  burden  the  church  with  fuch 
hurtful  and  offenfive  things,  when  there  was  liberty  to 
have  a  fimple  and  more  pure  order.  He  blamed  their 
“  conduct  to  Mr.  Knox,  which  he  faid,  was  neither  godly 
nor  brotherly;  and  concludes,  with  befeeching  them  to 
“  prevent  divilions  among  themfelves.”  This  pacifick  letter 
having  no  effeff,  the  old  congregation  left  their  countrymen 
in  poffeflion  of  their  church,  and  departed  the  city.  "  Mr. 
Fox  the  martyrologifl  with  a  few  more  went  to  Bafil ;  and 
the  reft  to  Geneva,  where  they  were  received  with  great 
humanity,  and  having  a  church  appointed  them,  they  chofe 
Mr.  Knox  and  Goodman  their  pallors.  Here  they  fet  up  the 
Geneva  difeipline,  which  they  pubhfhed  in  Englijh,  under 
the  title  of  The  Service,  Difeipline,  and  Form  of  Common 
Prayers  and  Adminijl ration  of  Sacraments  ltfed  in  the  Englilh 
church  of  Geneva:  With  a  dedication  to  their  brethren  in 
England  and  elfewhere.  Dated  from  Geneva,  Feb.  i  oth, 
1556.  The  liturgy  is  too  long  to  be  inferted  in  this  place, 
but  is  agreeable  to  that  of  the  French  churches.  In  their 
dedication  they  fay,  “  That  their  difeipline  is  limited  within 
“  the  compafs  of  God’s  word,  which  is  lufficient  to  govern 
“  all  our  actions.  That  the  dilatory  proceedings  of  the 
“  bifhops  in  reforming  church  difeipline,  and  "removing 
“  offenfive  ceremonies,  is  one  caufe  of  the  heavy  judgments 
“  of  God  upon  the  land.  That  the  late  fervice-book  of 
“  King  Edward  being  now  fet  alide  by  parliament  according 
“  to  law,  it  was  in  no  fenfe  the  eftablilhed  worlhip  of  the 
c<  church  of  England,  and  confequently  they  were  under 
“  no  obligation  to  ufe  it,  any  further  than  it  was  confonant 
“  to  the  rvord  of  God.  Being  therefore  at  liberty,  and  in 
“  a  ftrange  land,  they  had  fet  up  fuch  an  order  as,  in  the 
“  judgment  of  Mr.  Calvin  and  other  learned  divines,  was 
“  molt  agreeable  to  feripture,  and  the  beft  reformed 
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“  churches.”  Their  reafons  for  laying  afide  the  late  rites 
and  ceremonies  were  thefe;  “  Becaufe  being  invented  by 
“  men,  though  upon  a  good  occafion,  yet  they  had  lince 
“  been  abufed  to  fuperfHtion,  and  made  a  neceifary  part 
“  of  divine  worfhip.  Thus  Hezekiah  was  commended  for 
“  breaking  in  pieces  the  Brazen  Serpent ,  after  it  had  been 
“  erefted  800  years,  and  the  high  places  that  had  been 
“  abufed  to  idolatry  were  commanded  to  be  deltroyed.  In 
“  the  New  Teftament,  the  walhing  the  difciples  feet,  which 
“  was  pra&ifed  in  the  primitive  church,  was  for  wife  rea- 
“  fons  laid  afide,  as  well  as  their  love-feafts.  Befides,  thefe 
“  rites  and  ceremonies  have  occafioned  great  contentions  in 
“  the  church  m  every  age.  The  Galatian  Chriftians  objefted 
to  St.  Paul ,  that  he  did  not  obferve  the  jfcwijh  ceremo- 
“  nies  as  the  other  apoftles  did;  and  yet  he  obferved  them 
“  while  there  was  any  hope  of  gaining  over  weak  brethren^ 
for  this  reafon  he  circumcifed  Timothy ;  but  when  he  per- 
“  ceived  that  men  would  retain  them  as  neceflary  things 
m  the  church,  he  called  that,  which  before  he  made 
indiffei ent,  wicked  and  impious,  faying,  that  "Whofoever 
“  was  circumcifed ,  Chrijl  could  nothing  projit  him.  The  like 
contentions  have  been  between  the  G reek  and  Latin  church 
€C  in  later  ages.  For  which,  and  other  reafons,  they  have 
cc  thought  fit  to  lay  afide  thefe  human  inventions  which  have 
done  fo  much  mifehief;  and  have  contented  themfelves 
with  that  wifdom  that  is  contained  m  God’s  book;  which 
“  direfts  them  to  preach  the  word  of  God  purely,  to 
mininer  the  facraments  fincerely,  and  ufe  prayers  and 

“  °^ler  orclers  thereby  approved,  to  the  edification  of  the 
“  church,  and  increafe  of  God’s  glory.” 

The  reader  has  now  feen  the  firft  breach  or  fchifm  between, 
the  Englijh  exiles,  on  the  account  of  the  fervice-book  of 
Kmg^W;  which  made  way  for  the  diftfoaion,  by 
which  the  two  parties  were  afterwards  known,  of  Puritans 
and  Conformists.  It  is  evident  that  Dr.  Cox  and  his 
riends  were  the  aggrefiors,  by  breaking  in  upon  the  agree¬ 
ment  of  the  congregation  of  Frankfort ,  which  wras  in  peace 
and  had  confented  to  go  on  in  their  way  of  worfhip  for  a 
limited  time,  which  time  was  not  then  expired.  Fie  artfully 
ejeaed  Mr.  Knox  from  his  miniftry  among  them,  and  brought 
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iii  the  fervice-book  with  a  high  hand;  by  which  thole  who 
had  been  in  poffeffion  of  the  church  about  nine  months, § 
were  obliged  to  depart  the  city,  and  fet  up  their  worlhip  in 
another  place.  I  he  doctor  and  his  friends  diicovered  an 
ill  fpirit  in  this  affair.  They  might  have  ufed  their  own 
forms  without  impofing  them  upon  others,  and  breaking  a 
congregation  to  pieces,  that  had  fettled  upon  a  different  foun¬ 
dation  with  the  leave  of  the  government  under  which  they 
lived.  But  they  infilled,  that  becaufe  the  congregation  of 
Frankfort  was  made  up  of  Englrjh  men,  they  ought  to  have 
the  form  of  an  Englijh  church;  that  many  of  them  had 
fubfcribed  to  the  ufe  of  the  fervice-book ;  and  that  the  de¬ 
parting  from  it  at  this  time  was  pouring  contempt  on  the 
martyrs  who  were  fealing  it  with  their  blood.  But  the 
others  replied,  that  the  laws  of  their  country  relating  to  the 
fervice-book  were  repealed;  and  as  for  their  fubfcription,  it 
could  not  bind  them  from  making  nearer  approaches  to  the 
purity  and  fimplicity  of  the  Chriftian  worlhip,  efpecially 
when  there  was  no  eftablifhed  protefiant  church  of  England, 
and  they  were  in  a  ftrange  country,  where  the  veftments  and 
ceremonies  gave  offence.  Befides,  it  was  allowed  on  all 
hands,  that  the  book  itfelf  was  imperfect;  and  it  was  credibly 
reported,  that  the  Archbilhop  of  Canterbury  had  drawn  up 
a  form  of  common  prayer  much  more  perfefl,  but  that  he 
could  not  make  it  take  place,  becaufe  of  the  corruption  of 
the  clergy.  As  for  difcipline,  it  was  out  of  the  queltion 
that  it  was  imperfect,  for  the  fervice-book  itfelf  laments  the 
want  of  it;  and  therefore  they  apprehend,  that  if  the  martyrs 
ihemfelves  were  in  their  circumftances  they  would  praftife 
with  the  fame  latitude,  and  reform  thofe  imperfections  in  the 
Englijh  fervice-book,  which  they  attempted,  but  could  not 
obtain  in  their  own  country. 

§  Mr.  Neal  has  faid,  <c  almoft  two  years:”  Here,  by  confulting  his  au¬ 
thority,  “  The  Troubles  at  Frankfort,”  it  appears  that  he  is  properly  cor¬ 
rected  by  Bifhop  Maddox .  In  other  refpeCts  his  Lordfnip’s  animadverftons 
on  this  part  of  Mr.  Neal’s  Hiftory  are  not  juft  or  accurate;  if  Mr.  Neal’s 
authority,  to  which  he  has  faithfully  adhered,  deferves  credit.  This  piece, 
when  it  was  become  fcarce,  was  reprinted  in  the  Phcenix,  vol.  ii.  1708. 
Mr.  Stryfe  refers  to  it,  as  giving  authentic  information.  Ed. 
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To  return  to  Dr.  Cox’s  congregation  at  Frankfort .  The 
doftor  having  fettled  Mr.  Horn  in  the  paftoral  office,  in  the 
room  of  Mr.  Whitehead  who  refigned,  after  fome  time  left 
the  place.  But  within  fix  months  a  new  divifion  happened 
among  them,  occafioned  by  a  private  difpute  between  Mr. 
Horn  the  minifter,  and  Mr.  AJhby ,  one  the  principal  members. 
Mr.  Horn  fummoned  AJhby  to  appear  at  the  veftry  before  the 
elders  and  officers  of  the  church;  AJhby  appealed  from  them 
as  parties,  to  the  whole  church,  who  appointed  the  caufe  to 
be  brought  before  them ;  but  Mr.  Horn  and  the  officers  pro- 
tefted  againft  it,  and  chofe  rather  to  lay  down  their  miniftry 
and  fervice  in  the  church,  than  fubmit  to  a  popular  decifion. 
The  congregation  being  afiembled  on  this  occafion,  gave  it  as 
their  opinion,  that  in  all  controverfies  among  themfelves, 
and  efpecially  in  cafes  of  appeals,  the  dernier  refort  ffiould 
be  in  the  church.  It  is  hardly  credible  what  heats  and  di- 
vifions,  faftions  and  parties,  thefe  perfonal  quarrels  occa¬ 
fioned  among  a  handful  of  Grangers,  to  the  fcandal  of  religion, 
and  their  own  reproach  with  the  people  among  whom  they 
lived.  At  length  the  magiftrate  interpofed,  and  advifed 
them  to  bury  all  pad  offences  in  oblivion,  and  to  choofe  new 
church  officers  in  the  room  of  thofe  that  had  laid  down ;  and 
fince  their  difcipline  was  defective  as  to  the  points  of  contro- 
verfy  that  had  been  before  them,  they  commanded  them  to 
appoint  certain  perfons  of  their  number  to  draw  up  a  new 
form  of  difcipline,  or  correft  and  amend  the  old  one;  and 
to  do  this  before  they  chofe  their  ecclefiaftical  officers,  that, 
being  all  private  perfons,  they  might  agree  upon  that  which 
was  moft  reafonable  in  itfelf,  without  refpect  of  perfons  or 
parties.  This  precept  was  delivered  in  writing,  March  iff, 
1557,  and  figned  by  Mr.  John  Glauburge .  Hereupon  fifteen 
perfons  were  appointed  to  the  work,  which  after  fome  time 
was  fmifhed;  and  having  been  fubfcribed  by  the  church,  to 
the  number  of  57,  was  confirmed  by  the  magiftrate;  and  on 
the  2 iff  of  December,  28  more  were  added  to  the  church 
and  fubfcribed;  but  Mr.  Horn  and  his  party,  to  the  number 
of  12,  diffented,  and  appealed  to  the  magiftrates,  who  had 
the  patience  to  hear  their  ohje&ions,  and  the  others’  reply. 
But  Mr.  Horn  and  his  friends,  not  prevailing,  left  the  con¬ 
gregation  to  their  new  difcipline,  and  departed  the  city; 
,  from 
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(Qeen^Mary.  ^  contmucd  111  Peace  tdI  the  death  of 

r^Sr'bornfn  P°7^’  Iate  biflloP  of  Win' 

W  learned  -L’  ^  m  9^em's  ColL  0x™’  a 

Kinl  ?/  7  d  ?l°US  dlVme’  who  was  in  lbcb  favour  with 

StSpK  EChing> 

ffr  up-  .h:pa^„f„^:e„a^Tofie^ 

’  Wl?Te  h;  dW>  A“S-  ^'556,  before  he  was 

his  couo^n  ’  "S  b“fied  With  »rat  of 

thi^vear  UrlAtr  o'  f ldt  dle  llll‘verlities  were  vifited 

tais  year.  At  Cambridge  they  burnt  the  bodies  of  Bucer 

off  -r'lth  thdr  b°°ks  and  heretical  writings.  At 

WeM  thr°Ugh  a11  the  colle^s,  burnt 
fin.  Blbles>  and  fuch  heretical  books  as  they  could 

b .  They  took  up  the  body  of  Peter  Martyr's  wife  out 

havina  h  Ae  Churches’  a?d  buried  b  in  a  dunghill,  becaufe, 

was  ,°fr  rtCn  aI1CC  f  IU‘n’  flle  broke  her  vow;  but  her  body 
was  afterwards  taken  up  again  in  Queen  Elizabeth's  time, 

mixed  with  the  bones  of  St.  Fridifwide ,  that  they  might 

never  more  be  dirturbed  by  papifls.  4he  perfecution  of te 

reformed  was  carried  on  with  all  imaginable  fury;  and  a 

e  ign  was  fet  on  foot  to  introduce  the  inquifition,  by  giving 

commiffions  to  certain  laymen  to  fearch  for  perfons  fufpefted 

of  hereby,  and  prefent  them  to  their  ordinaries,  as  has  been 

related.  Cardinal  Pole  being  thought  too  favourable  to 

hereticks,  becaufe  he  had  releafed  feveral  that  were  brought 

before  him  upon  their  giving  ambiguous  anfwers,  had  his 

jegantme .power  taken  from  him,  and  was  recalled;  but  upon 

his  mbmmion  he  was  forgiven,  and  continued  here  till  his 

death,  but  had  little  influence  afterwards  either  in  the  courts 

of  Rome  or  England ,  being  a  clergyman  of  too  much  temper 
for  the  times  he  lived  in.  ^ 

Princefs  Elizabeth  was  in  conflant  danger  of  her  life 
throughout  the  whole  courfe  of  this  reign.  Upon  the  break- 
ing  out  of  Wyat’s  confpiracy  fhe  was  fent  to  the  Tower,  and  led 
in  j  theTraitois  gate;  her  own  fervants  being  put  from  her. 


*  Fuller’s  Worthies,  b.  ii.  p.  72, 
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and  noperfon  allowed  to  have  accefs  to  her:  The  governor 
ufed  her  hardly,  not  fuffering  her  to  walk  in  the  gallery,  or 
upon  the  leads.  Wyat  and  his  confederates  were  examined 
about  her,  and  fome  of  them  put  to  the  rack ;  but  they  all 
cleared  her  except  Wyat ,  who  once  accufed  her,  in  hopes  to 
hive  his  life,  but  declared  upon  the  fcaffold  to  all  the  people, 
that  he  only  did  it  with  that  view.  After  fome  time  {he  was 
fent  to  Wood/lock  in  cuftody  of  Sir  Henry  Benefield ,  who  ufed 
her  fo  ill,  that  (he  apprehended  they  defigned  to  put  her 
privately  to  death.  Here  Ihe  was  under  clofe  confinement, 
being  feldom  allowed  to  walk  in  the  gardens.  The  politick 
Bilhop  Gardiner  often  moved  the  Queen  to  think  of  putting 
her  out  of  the  way,  faying,  It  was  to  no  purpofe  to  lop  off 
the  branches  while  the  tree  was  left  handing.  But  King 
Philip  was  her  friend;  who  fent  for  her  to  court,  where  {he 
fell  upon  her  knees  before  the  Queen,  and  protehed  her  in¬ 
nocence,  as  to  all  confpiracies  and  treafons  againft  her  Ma- 
jefty;  but  the  Queen  hill  hated  her:  However,  after  that, 
her  guards  were  difcharged,  and  {he  was  fuffered  to  retire 
into  the  country,  where  fhe  gave  herfelf  wholly  to  ftudy, 
meddling  in  no  fort  of  bufmefs,  for  {lie  was  always  apprehen- 
five  of  lpies  about  her.  The  Princefs  complied  outwardly 
with  her  fiber’s  religion,  avoiding  as  much  as  {lie  could  all 
difcourfes  with  the  bifhops,  who  fufpe&ed  her  of  an  incli¬ 
nation  to  herefy  from  her  education.  The  Queen  herfelf 
was  apprehenfive  of  the  danger  of  the  popifli  religion  if  {lie 
died  without  iffue ;  and  was  often  urged  by  her  clergy, 
efpecially  when  her  health  was  vifibly  declining,  to  fecure 
the  Roman  Catholick  religion,  by  delivering  the  kingdom 
from  fuch  a  prefumptive  heir.  Her  Majefty  had  no  fcruple 
of  confcience  about  fpilling  human  blood  in  the  caufe  of 
religion;  the  prelervation  of  the  Princefs  was  therefore 
little  lefs  than  a  miracle  of  divine  providence,  and  was  o  win  o', 
undei  God,  to  the  protection  of  King  Philips  who,  delpair- 

mg  of  illue  from  his  Queen,  was  not  without  expectations 
from  the  Princefs. 

But  the  hand  of  God  was  againft  Queen  Mary  and  her 
government,  which  was  hardly  attended  with  one  profperous 
event;  for  inftead  of  having  iffue  by  her  marriage,  fhe  had 
only  a  falfe  conception,  fo  that  there  was  little  or  no  hopes 

after- 
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afterwards  of  a  child*  This  increafed  the  fournefs  of  her 
temper;  and  her  hulhand  being  much  younger  than  herfelf, 
grew  weary  of  her,  flighted  her  company;  and  then  left  her 
to  look  to  his  hereditary  dominions,  after  he  had  lived  with 
her  about  1 5  months.  There  being  a  war  between  Spain 
and  France ,  the  Queen  was  obliged  to  take  part  with  her 
hufband;  this  exhaufted  the  treafure  of  the  nation,  and  was 
the  occafion  of  the  lofs  of  all  the  Englijh  dominions  upon 
the  continent.  In  the  beginning  of  this  year  the  ftrong 
town  of  Calais  was  taken,  after  it  had  been  in  the  poffeflion 
of  the  Englijh  210  years:  Afterwards  the  French  took 
Gaines,  and  the  reft  of  that  territory;  nothing  being  left  but 
the  Ifles  of  Jerfey  and  Guernfey .  The  Englijh  (fays  a  learned 
writer)  had  loft  their  hearts;  the  government  at  home 
being  fo  unacceptable  that  they  were  not  much  concerned 
to  fupport  it,  for  they  began  to  think  Heaven  itfelf  was 
againft  it. 

Indeed  there  were  ftrange  and  unufual  accidents  in  the 
Heavens. #  Great  mifchief  was  done  in  many  places  by 
thunder  and  lightning;  by  deluges;  by  exceffive  rains ;  and 
by  ftormy  winds.  There  was  a  contagious  diftemper  like 
the  plague,  that  fwept  away  great  numbers  of  people;  fo 
that  in  many  places  there  were  not  priefts  to  bury  the  dead, 
nor  men  enough  to  reap  the  harveft.  Many  bifhops  died, 
which  made  way  for  Proteftant  ones  in  the  next  reign.— 
The  parliament  was  diffatisfied  with  King  Philip’s  demands 
of  men  and  money  for  the  recovery  of  Calais ;  and  the 
Queen  herfelf  grew  melancholy  upon  the  lofs  of  that  place, 
and  the  other  misfortunes  of  the  year.  She  had  been  de¬ 
clining  in  health  ever  fince  her  pretended  mifcarriage,  which 
was  vaftly  increafed  by  the  abfence  of  her  hufband,  her 
defpair  of  iflfue,  and  the  crofs  accidents  that  attended  her 
government.  Her  fpirits  were  now  decayed,  and  a  dropiy 
coming  violently  upon  her  put  an  end  to  her  unhappy  life 
and- reign,  Nov.  17,  1558,  in  the  43d  year  of  her  age,  and 
6th  of  her  reign;  Cardinal  Pole ,  archbhhop  of  Canterbury , 
dying  the  fame  day.  § 

*  Burnet’s  Hid.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  366. 

§  During  his  refdence  in  Italy,  on  the  demife  of  Paul  III.  Cardinal 

Pole  had  been  elected  hope,  at  midnight,  by  the  conclave;  and  lent  for  to 

come 
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Queen  Mary  was  a  Princefs  of  fevere  principles,  conftant 
at  her  prayers,  and  very  little  given  to  diverfions.  She  did 
not  mind  any  branch  of  government  fo  much  as  the  church, 
being  entirely  at  the  difpolkl  of  her  clergy,  and  forward  to  give 
a  fanftion  to  all  their  cruelties.  She  had  deep  refentments  of 
her  own  ill  ufage  in  her  father’s  and  brother’s  reigns,  which 
eafily  induced  her  to  take  revenge,  though  {lie  coloured  it 
over  with  a  zeal  againlt  herefy.  She  was  perfectly  blind  in 
matters  of  religion,  her  confcience  being  abfolutely  directed 
by  the  Pope  and  her  confelfor,  who  encouraged  her  in  all 
the  cruelties  that  were  exercifed  againft  the  Proteftants, 
aflfuring  her,  that  (he  was  doing  God  and  his  Church  good 
fervice.  There  is  but  one  inftance  of  a  pardon  of  any 
condemned  for  herefy  during  her  whole  reign.  Her  natural 
temper  was  melancholy;  and  her  infirmities,  together  with 
the  misfortunes  of  her  government,  made  her  fo  peevifh, 
that  her  death  was  lamented  by  none  but  her  popifli  clergy. 
Her  reign  was  in  every  refpeft  calamitous  to  the  nation, 
and  “  ought  to  be  tranfmitted  down  to  pofterity  in  cha- 
44  rafters  of  blbod.” 

come  and  be  admitted.  He  deiired  that  this,  as  it  was  not  a  work  of  dark- 
nefs,  might  be  pollponed  to  the  morning.  Upon  this  meffage,  the  cardinals 
without  any  further  ceremony,  proceeded  to  another  election,  and  chofe 
the  Cardinal  de  Monte ;  who,  before  he  left  the  conclave,  bellowed  a  hat 
upon  a  fervant  who  looked  after  his  monkey. 

Granger's  Biogh.  Hiftory,  $vo*  vol.i.  p.  158,  note. 
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From  the  beginning  of  §>ueen  Elizabeth’s  reign ,  to 
the  feparation  of  the  Protefant  Non -Confer mills. 

QUEEN  Elizabeth's  acceflion  to  the  crown  gave  new 
life  to  the  reformation:  As  foon  as  it  was  known 
beyond  fea  molt  of  the  exiles  returned  home;  and  thofe 
who  had  hid  themfelves  in  the  houfes  of  their  friends  began 
to  appear;  but  the  publick  religion  continued  for  a  time 
in  the  fame  pofture  the  Queen  found  it;  the  popifli  priefts 
kept  their  livings,  and  went  on  celebrating  mafs.  None 
of  the  protedant  clergy  who  had  been  ejefied  in  the 
laid  reign  were  reftored;  and  orders  were  given  againd  all 
innovations  without  publick  authority.  Though  the  Queen 
had  complied  with  the  changes  in  her  filler’s  reign,  it  was 
well  known  fhe  was  a  favourer  of  the  reformation;  but 
her  Majefty  proceeded  with  great  caution,  for  fear  of  railing 
difturbances  in  her  infant  government.  No  Prince  ever 
came  to  the  crown  under  greater  difadvantages.  The  Pope 
had  pronounced  her  illegitimate;  upon  which  the  Queen 
of  Scots  put  in  her  claim  to  the  crown.  All  the  bifhops  and 
clergy  of  the  prefent  edablilhment  were  her  declared  enemies. 
The  nation  was  at  war  with  France ,  and  the  treafury  ex- 
haufled ;  the  Queen  therefore,  by  the  advice  of  her  Privy 
Council,  refolved  to  make  peace  with  her  neighbours  as  foon 
as  poflible,  that  fire  might  be  more  at  leifure  to  proceed  in 
her  intended  alterations  of  religion,  which,  though  very 
confiderable,  were  not  fo  entire  as  the  bed  and  mod  learned 
protedants  of  thefe  times  defired.  The  Queen  inherited  the 
fpirit  of  her  father,  and  affe&ed  a  great  deal  of  magnificence 
in  her  devotions,  as  well  as  in  her  Court.  She  was  fond 
of  many  of  the  old  rites  and  ceremonies  in  which  file  had 
been  educated.  She  thought  her  brother  had  dript  religion 
too  much  of  its  ornaments;  and  made  the  doftrines  of  the 
church  too  narrow  in  fome  points.  It  was  therefore  with 
difficulty  that  die  was  prevailed  on  to  go  the  length  of  King 
Edward's  reformation® 
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The  only  thing  her  Majefty  did  before  the  meeting  of  the 
parliament,  was  to  prevent  pulpit  difputes;  for  fome  of  the 
reformed  that  had  been  preachers  in  King  Edward’s  time, 
began  to  make  ufe  of  his  fervice-book  without  authority  or 
licence  from  their  fuperiors;  this  alarmed  the  popilh  clergy, 
and  gave  occafion  to  a  proclamation,  dated  Dec.  27,  1558.^ 
By  which  all  preaching  of  minifters,  or  others,  was  prohi¬ 
bited;  and  the  people  were  charged  to  hear  no  other  doctrine 
or  preaching,  but  the  epiftle  and  gofpel  for  the  day,  and 
the  ten  commandments  in  Eng/ijh,  without  any  expofition 
or  paraphrafe  whatfoever.  The  proclamation  admits  of  the 
litany,  the  Lord  s  prayer  and  the  creed  in  Englifh ;  but  no 
publick  prayers  were  to  be  read  in  the  church  but  fuch  as 
were  appointed  by  law,  till  the  meeting  of  the  parliament, 
which  was  to  be  upon  the  2gd  of  January.* 

While  the  exiles  were  preparing  to  return  home,  con¬ 
ciliatory  letters  palled  between  them;  thofe  of  Geneva  defired 
a  mutual  forgivenefs,  and  prayed  their  brethren  of  Arrow, 
Bajtl,  Frankfort ,  Strajburgh ,  and  Worms ,  to  unite  with  them 
in  preaching  God  s  word,  and  in  endeavouring  to  obtain 
fuch  a  form  of  worfhip  as  they  had  feen  prac fifed  in  the  belt 
reformed  churches.  The  others  replied,  that  it  would  not 
be  in  their  power  to  appoint  what  ceremonies  fliould  be  ob- 
ferved;  but  they  were  determined  to  fubmit  in  things  in¬ 
different,  and  hoped  thofe  of  Geneva  would  do  fo  too; 
however,  they  would  join  with  them  in  petitioning  the 
Queen,  that  nothing  burthenfome  might  be  impofed.  Both 
parties  congratulated  her  Majefty’s  acceffion,  in  poems 
addreffes,  and  dedications  of  books;  but  they  were  reduced 
to  the  utmoll  poverty  and  did  refs.  They  came  thread-bare 
home,  bringing  nothing  with  them  (fays  Mr.  Strypcf)  but 
much  experience,  as  well  as  learning.  Thofe  who  could 
comply  with  the  Queen’s  eftablifhment  were  quickly  pre¬ 
ferred,  but  the  reft  were  neglefted,  and  though  differed  to 


§  This  proclamation  was  direfted  againft  the  papifts  as  well  as  the  re¬ 
formed^  for  both"  fays  Strype,  «  took  their  occalions  to  /peak  frith 

*■”**»*- ™'- >■  i 

*  Burnet  s  Hiftory  of  the  Reform,  vol.  ii.  p.  376,  77.  7S,, 

f  Annals,  vol.  i.  p.  129. 
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preach  In  the  churches  for  fome  time,  they  were  afterwards 
fufpended,  and  reduced  to  as  great  poverty  as  before. 

It  had  been  happy,  if  the  fufferings  of  the  exiles  had  taught 
them  a  little  more  charity  and  mutual  forbearance;  or  that 
they  had  followed  the  advice  of  their  learned  friends  and  pa¬ 
trons  beyond  fea,  who  advifed  them  to  go  through  with  the 
reformation,  and  clear  the  church  of  all  the  relicks  of  popery 
and  fuperftition  at  once.  This  was  the  advice  of  Gualter, 
one  of  the  chief  divines  of  Zurich,  who  in  his  letter  to 
Dr.  Mafters ,  the  Queen's  phyfician,  Jan.  16,  15H-,  wifhes, 
“  That  the  reformers  among  us  would  not  hearken  to  the 
counfels  of  thofe  men,  who  when  they  faw  that  popery 
could  not  be  honeftly  defended,  nor  entirely  retained, 
“  would  ufe  all  artifices  to  have  the  outward  face  of  religion 
cc  to  remain  mixed,  uncertain  and  doubtful;  fo  that  while 
<c  an  evangelical  reformation  is  pretended,  thofe  things 
“  Ihould  be  obtruded  on  the  church  which  will  make  the 
cc  returning  back  to  popery,  fuperftition,  and  idolatry,  very 
cc  eafy.  We  have  had  the  experience  of  this  (fays  he)  for 
<c  fome  years  in  Germany ,  and  know  what  influence  fuch 
“  perfons  may  have:  Their  counfels  feem  to  a  carnal  jiidg- 
“  ment,  to  be  full  of  modefty,  and  well  fitted  for  carrying 
cc  on  an  univerfal  agreement;  and  we  may  well  believe  the 
6C  common  enemy  of  our  falvation  will  find  out  proper  in- 
cc  ftruments,  by  whofe  means  the  feeds  of  popery  may  ftill 
“  remain  among  you.  I  apprehend,  that  in  the  firft  begin- 
nings,  while  men  may  ftudy  to  avoid  the  giving  fome  fmall 
offence,  many  things  may  be  differed  under  this  colour, 
€C  that  they  will  be  continued  but  for  a  little  while ,  and  yet 
tc  afterwards  it  will  fcarce  be  poflible  by  all  the  endeavours 
u  that  can  be  ufed  to  get  them  removed,  at  leaft  not  without 
“  great  ftrugglings.”*  The  letter  feems  to  be  written  with  a 
prophetick  fpirit;  Majlers  laid  it  before  the  Queen,  who 
read  it  all  over,  tho*  without  effeft.  Letters  of  the  fame  ftram 
were  written  by  the  learned  1 Bullinger^  Peter  Martyr ,  and 
Weidner ,  to  the  Earl  of  Bedford ,  who  had  been  fome  time  at 
Zurich ;  and  to  "Jewel ,  Sandy  s,  Horn ,  Cox,  Grin  dal,  and  the 
red  of  the  late  exiles,  prefling  them  vehemently  to  aft  with 


*  Hill.  Ref.  vol  iii.  p.  273. 
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zeal  and  courage,  and  to  take  care  in  the  firft  beginnings  to 
have  all  things  fettled  upon  fure  and  found  foundations. 

The  exiles  in  their  anfwers  feem  refolved  to  follow  their 
advices,  and  make  a  bold  hand  for  a  thorough  reformation ; 
and  if  they  had  done  fo,  they  might  have  obtained  it. — 
Jewel ,  in  his  letter  of  May  22,  1 559,  thanks  Ballinger  for 
quickening  their  zeal  and  courage;  and  adds,  “  They  were 
“  doing  what  they  could;  and  that  all  things  were  coming 
“  into  a  better  hate.”  In  another  of  April  10,  “  He  la- 
“  ments  the  want  of  zeal  and  induftry  in  promoting  the 
“  reformation;  and  that  things  were  managed  in  fo  flow 
cc  and  cautious  a  manner,  as  if  the  word  of  God  was  not  to 
cc  be  received  on  his  own  authority.”  In  another  of  Nov. 
16,  “  He  complains  of  the  Queen’s  keeping  a  crucifix  in 
“  her  chapel,  with  lighted  candles;  that  there  Was  worldly 
cc  policy  in  this,  which  he  did  not  like:  That  all  things  were 
“  fo  loofe  and  uncertain  with  them,  that  he  did  not  know 
cc  whether  he  flrould  not  be  obliged  to  return  back  to  Zurich . 
“  He  complains  of  the  popifh  veftments,  which  he  calls 
“  the  relicks  of  the  Amorites ,  and  willies  they  were  extirpated 
<c  to  the  deepeft  roots.”  The  like  complaints  were  made 
by  Cox ,  Grindal ,  Horn,  Pilkington ,  and  others;  but  they 
had  not  the  refolution  to  perfevere:  had  they  united  counfels, 
and  flood  by  one  another,  they  might  at  this  juncture  have 
obtained  the  removal  of  thofe  grievances  which  afterwards 
occafioned  the  feparation. 

To  return  to  the  parliament.  The  court  took  fuch  mea- 
fures  about  elections  as  feldom  fail  of  fuccefs;  the  magif- 
trates  of  the  counties  and  corporations  were  changed,  and 
the  people,  who  were  weary  of  the  late  perfecutions,  were 
afllfted,  and  encouraged  to  exert  themfelves  in  favour  of  fuch 
reprefen tatives  as  might  make  them  eafy;  fo  that  when  the 
houfes  met,  the  majority  were  on  the  fide  of  the  reformation. 
The  temper  of  the  houfe  was  firft  tried  by  a  bill  to  reltore 
to  the  crown  the  firft-fruits  and  tenths ,  which  Queen  Mary 
had  returned  to  the  church.  It  paffed  the  commons  without 
much  oppofition,  Feb.  4th,  but  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords  all 
the  bifhops  voted  againlt  it.  §  By  another  a&  they  repealed 


§  Strype,  p.  67. 
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feme  of  the  penal  laws ,  and  enafted,  that  no  perfon  fliould 
be  pumihed  for  exercifing  the  religion  ufed  in  the  lafl  year 
,  King  Edward.  They  appointed  the  publick  fervice  to  ' 
be  performed  in  the  vulgar  tongue.  They  empowered  the 
queen  to  nominate  bifliops  to  the  vacant  bifhopricks  by 
Conge  d'  Ehre,  as  at  prefent.  They  fuppreffed  the  religious 
houies  founded  by  Queen  Mary ,  and  annexed  them  to  the 
crown ;  but  the  two  principal  afts  puffed  this  feffion  were 
the  afts  of  Supremacy,  and  of  Uniformity  of  Common  Prayer. 

1  he  former  is  entitled,  An  act  for  refloring  to  the  Crown  the 
ant  tent  jurifdidlion  over  the  State  Ecclefiaflical  and  Spiritual; 
and  for  abolifhing  foreign  power.  It  is  the  fame  for  fubflance 
tutu  the  25th  of  Henry  VIII.  already  mentioned,  but  the 
commons  incorporated  feveral  other  bills  into  it;  for  befides 
rtie  title  of  Supreme  Governor  in  all  Caufes  Ecclefiaflical  and 
‘Tempo t al,  which  is  reflored  to  the  Queen,  the  aft  revives 
tliofe  laws  of  King  Henry  VIII.  and  King  Edward  VI. 
which  had  been  repealed  in  the  late  reign.  It  forbids  all 
appeals  to  Rome,  and  exonerates  the  fubjefts  from  all  ex¬ 
actions  and  impolitions  heretofore  paid  to  that  court;  and  as 
it  revives  King  Edward’ s  laws,  it  repeals  a  fevere  aft  made 
in  the  late  reign  for  punifhing  herefy;§  and  three  other  old 
ftatutes  mentioned  in  the  faid  aft.  u  Moreover,  all  perfons 
in  any  puolick  employs,  whether  civil  or  ecclefiaflical,  are 
“  obliged  to  take  an  oath  in  recognition  of  the  Queen's 
right  to  the  crown,  and  of  her  fupremacy  in  all  caufes 
ecclefiailical  and  civil,  on  penalty  of  forfeiting  all  their 
“  promotions  in  the  church,  and  of  being  declared  incapable 
“  of  holding  any  publick  office."  In  fhort,  by  this  Angle 
aft  of  the  fupremacy i  all  that  had  been  done  by  Queen 
Mary  was  in  a  manner  annulled,  and.  the  external  policy  of 
the  church  reftored  to  the  fame  foot  as  it  ftood  at  the 
death  of  King  Edward  VI. 

§  The  repeal  of  this  aft,  it  may  not  be  improper  to  obferve,  operated 
in  favour  of  thofe  only  who  denied  the  eftential  and  difteminating  tenets  of 
popery.  It  was  a  necelfary  ftep,  when  government  was  about  to  eftablifh 
a  reformation  which  would  fubvert  the  reception  of  thofe  tenets.  But  it 
did  not  proceed  from  any  juft  notions  of  the  rights  of  confcience:  and,  as 
it  appears  in  the  courfe  of  this  reign,  ftill  left  thofe  who  went  beyond  the 
limits  fixed  by  the  new  eftabiifhment,  expofed  to  the  heavieft  penalties.  Ed. 

Further, 
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Further,  “  The  aft  forbids  all  writing,  printing,  teaching, 
u  or  preaching,  and  all  other  deeds  or  afts  whereby  any 
foreign  jurifdiftion  over  thefe  realms  is  defended,  upon  pain 
tc  that  they  and  their  abettors,  being  thereof  convifted,  (hall 
“  for  thefirft  offence  forfeit  their  goods  and  chattels;  and  if 
cc  they  are  not  worth  20  pounds,  fuffer  a  year's  imprifon- 
ment;  fpiritual  perfons  fliall  lofe  their  benefices,  and 
cc  all  ecclefiaftical  preferments;  for  the  fecond  offence  they 
“  fliall  incur  the  penalties  of  a  prmmunire;  and  the  third 
6C  offence  fhall  be  deemed  high  treafon.” 

There  is  a  remarkable  claufe  in  this  aft,  which  gave  rife 
to  a  new  court,  called  The  Court  of  High  Commission.* 
The  words  are  thefe,  <c  The  Queen  and  her  fucceffors  fliall 
<c  have  power,  by  their  letters  patents  under  the  great  feal, 
“  to  affign,  name,  and  authorize,  as  often  as  they  fhall  think 
i€  meet,  and  for  as  long  time  as  they  fliall  pleafe,  perfons 
“  being  natural-born  fubjefts,  to  ufe,  occupy,  and  exercife, 
<c  under  her  and  them,  all  manner  of  jurifdiftion,  privileges, 
tc  and  pre-eminences,  touching  any  fpiritual  or  ecclefiaftical 
“  jurifdiftion  within  the  realms  of  England  and  Ireland ,  &c. 
“  to  vifit,  reform,  redrefs,  order,  correft  and  amend  all 
u  errors,  herefies,  fchifms,  abufes,  contempts,  offences  and 
“  enormities  whatfoever.  Provided,  that  they  have  no 
cc  power  to  determine  any  thing  to  be  herefy,  but  what  has 
“  been  adjudged  to  be  fo  by  the  authority  of  the  Canonical 
u  Scripture ,  or  by  the  firft  four  general  Councils ,  or  any  of 
u  them ;  or  by  any  other  general  Council ,  wherein  the  fame 
“  was  declared  herefy  by  the  exprefs  and  plain  words  of  Ca - 
<c  nonical  Scripture ;  or  fuch  as  fliall  hereafter  be  declared  to 
be  herefy  by  the  high  court  of  parliament,  with  the 
“  affentof  the  clergy  in  convocation.” § 

*  Strype,  p.  69.  Rapin,  p.  236. 

On  this  ftatute  Mr.  JuJUce  Blackftone  remarks,  that  “  a  man  continued 
4f  ftill  liable  to  be  burnt  for  what  perhaps  he  did  not  underftand  to  be  herefy, 
6i  till  the  eccleliaftical  judge  fo  interpreted  the  words  of  the  canonical 
4<  fcriptures.”  To  this  a  late  writer  juftly  adds:  “  And  even  at  this  day, 
“  whoever,  of  the  fc6taries  not  tolerated,  fhall  dare  to  interpret  the  holy 
((  fcriptures  for  himfelf,  may  be  punilhed  by  ecclefiaftical  cenfures,  if  an 
ft  ecclefiaftical  judge  fhould  decree  fuch  interpretation  to  be  erroneous.” 
High  Church  Politics,  p,  66.  Editor. 
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Upon  the  authority  of  this  claufe  the  Queen  appointed  a 
certain  number  of  commijjioners  for  ecclefialTical  caufes,  who 
exercifed  the  fame  power  that  had  been  lodged  in  the  hands  of 
one  vicegerent  in  the  reign  of  King  Henry  VIII.  And  how 
fadly  they  abufed  their  power  in  this  and  the  two  next  reigns 
will  appear  in  the  fequel  of  this  hiftory.*  They  did  not  trou¬ 
ble  themfelves  much  with  the  exprefs  words  of  fcripture,  or 
the  four  firft  general  councils,  but  entangled  their  prifoners 
with  oaths  ex  Officio,  and  the  inextricable  mazes  of  the 
popifli  canon  law;  and  though  all  ecclefiaftical  courts  ought 
to  be  fubjeft  to  a  prohibition  from  the  courts  of  Wejhninjler , 
this  privilege  was  feldom  allowed  by  the  commillioners. — 
1  he  aft  makes  no  mention  of  an  arbitrary  jurifdiftion  of 
fining,  mprifoning,  or  inflifting  corporal  punishments  on 
the  fubjefts,  and  therefore  can  be  conftrued  to  extend  no 
further  than  to  fufpenfion  or  deprivation;  but  notwithstanding 
this,  thefe  commiffioners  fported  themfelves  in  all  the  wanton 
afts  of  tyranny  and  opprefhon,  till  their  very  name  became 
odious  to  the  whole  nation;  infomuch  that  their  proceedings 
were  condemned  by  the  united  voice  of  the  people,  and  the 
court  diffolved  by  aft  of  parliament,  with  a  claufe,  that  no 
fuch  jurifdidion  Jhoidd  be  revived  for  the  future  in  any  court 
whatfoever . 

Bifhop  Burnet  fays,j-  that  the  fupremacy  granted  by  this 
aft  is  fhort  of  the  authority  that  King  Henry  had;  nor  is  it 
the  whole  that  the  Queen  claimed,  who  fometimes  ftretch’d 
her  prerogative  beyond  it.  But  fince  it  was  the  bafis  of  the 
reformation,  and  the  fpring  of  all  its  future  movements,  it 


*  In  addition  to  our  Author’s  remark  may  be  fubjoined  the  reflexions  of 
a  modern  writer,  “  On  this  foundation,”  fays  he,  “  was  ereXed,  in  a  fub- 
fequent  part  of  her  reign,  that  court  of  ecclefiaftical  cdmmiflion,  which,  in 
the  fequel,  was  the  fource  of  the  molt  arbitrary  proceedings,  and  of  the 
moft  fhameful  tyranny,  oppreflion,  and  perfecution.  The  powers  we  have 
mentioned,  as  granted  to  Elizabeth ,  will  appear  to  many,  in  the  prefen t 
enlightened  and  liberal  age,  to  have  been  unreafonable  and  enormous,  and 
contrary  to  the  juft  ends  of  political  government.  But  the  conferring  of 
fuch  powers  accorded  with  the  ideas  of  the  times,  which  had  no  conception 
of  introducing  religious  changes  by  the  mere  operation  of  reafon  and  ar¬ 
gument,  and  which  had  not  learned  to  afcertain  the  true  nature,  objeXs, 
boundaries,  and  diftinXions,  of  civil  and  ecclefiaftical  authority.”  Hiftory 
pf  Knpwledge  in  the  new  Annual  Regifter  for  1789,  p.  6.  Ed. 


f  Burnet’s  Hift.  Ref.  vol,  ii.  p.  386. 
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will  be  proper  to  enquire  wliat  powers  were  thought  to  be 
yielded  the  crown  by  this  aft  of  fupremacy ,  and  fome  others 
made  in  fupport  of  it.  King  Henry  VIII.  in  his  letter  to 
the  convocation  of  fork  affures  them,  that  “  He  claimed 

nothing  more  by  the  Supremacy ,  than  what  Chriftian 
«  Princes  in  the  primitive  times  affumed  to  themfelves  in  their 
“  own  dominions. §”  But  it  is  capable  of  demonftratioil, 
that  the  firfh  Chriftian  Emperors  did  not  claim  all  that  jurif- 
diftion  over  the  church  in  fpirituals,  that  King  Henry  did, 
who  by  the  aft  of  the  31ft  of  his  reign,  was  made  abfolute 
lord  over  the  confciences  of  his  fubjefts,  it  being  therein 
enafted,  that  “  whatfoever  his  Majefty  ftiould  enjoin  in 
<c  matters  of  religion  ftiould  be  obeyed  by  all  his  fubjefts.” 

It  is  very  certain,  that  the  Kings  and  Queens  of  England 
never  pretended  to  the  charafter  of  fpirituai  perfons ,  or  to 
exercife  any  part  of  the  ecclefiaftical  funftion  in  their  own 
perfons;  they  neither  preached  nor  adminiftered  the  facra- 
ments,  nor  pronounced  or  infiifted  the  cenfures  of  the  church; 
nor  did  they  ever  confecrate  to  the  epifcopal  office,  though  the 
right  of  nomination  is  in  them:  Thefe  things  were  done  by 
fpirituai  perfons ,  or  by  proper  officers  in  the  fpirituai  courts, 
deriving  their  powers  from  the  crown.  When  the  adverfaries 
of  the  fupremacy  objefted  the  abfurdity  of  a  lay  perfon  being 
head  of  a  fpirituai  body ,  the  Queen  endeavoured  to  remove 
the  difficulty,  by  declaring  in  her  injunftions  to  her  vifitors, 
cc  That  {he  did  not,  nor  would  (he  ever  challenge  authority 
u  and  power  to  minifter  divine  fervice  in  the  church;  nor 
cc  would  {he  ever  challenge  any  other  authority,  than  her 

predeceffors  King  Henry  VIII.  and  Edward  VI.  ufed.” 

But  abating  this  point,  it  appears  very  probable,  that  all 
the  jurifdiftion  and  authority  claimed  by  the  Pope,  as  head 
of  the  church,  in  the  times  preceding  the  reformation,  was 
transferred  to  the  King  by  the  aft  of  fupremacy,  and  annexed 
to  the  imperial  crown  of  thefe  realms,  as  far  as  was  con- 
fiftent  with  the  laws  of  the  land  then  in  being;  though  fince 
it  has  undergone  fome  abatements.  The  words  of  the 

§  The  primitive  times ,  as  they  are  called,  did  net  commence  till  the 
beginning  of  the  fourth  century,  under  Conflantine  the  Great ;  who  was 
the  firft  Prince  that  employed  the  powers  of  die  ffalc  in  the  affairs  of  the 
church.  Editor. 
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The  trfh  of  this  remark  will  appear,  by  confident  the 
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powers  claimed  by  the  crown  in  this  and  the  following 
reigns.  ^ 

i.  The  Kings  and  Queens  of  England  claimed  authority  in 
matters  of  faith ,  and  to  be  the  ultimate  judges  of  what  is 
agreeable  or  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God.  The  aft  of  fu 
premacy  fays  exprefly,  “  That  the  King  has  power  to  redrefs 
and  amend  all  errors  and  herefies;  he.  might  enjoin  what 
octrines  he  would  to  be  preached,  not  repugnant  to  the 
laws  of  the  land:  And  if  any  lb  on  Id  preach  contrary,  he 
“  was  for  the  third  offence  to  be  judged  an  heretick,  and 
fuffer  death;  his  Majefly  claimed  a  right  to  forbid  all 
“  Preaching  for  a  time,  as  King  Henry  VIII.  King  Edward 
VI.  Queen  Mary,  and  Elizabeth  did;  or  to  limit  the 
U  preaching  to  certain  of  the  thirty-nine  articles 

“  eltablifhed  by  law,  as  King  Charles  I.  did.”  All  the  fore- 
mentioned  Kings  and  Queens  publilhed  inlfruftions  or  in¬ 
junctions  concerning  matters  of  faith,  without  confent  of 
the  clergy  in  convocation  aflembled;  and  enforced  them 
upon  the  clergy  under  the  penalties  of  a  praemunire',  which 
made  it  a  little  difficult  to  underhand  that  claufe  of  the  20th 

aiticle  of  the  church,  which  lays,  the  church  has  authority 
in  matters  of  faith.  ' 

2.  With  regard  to  difcipline,  tire  Kings  of  England  feem 
to  have  had  the  keys  at  their  girdle;  for  tho’  the  old  canon 
law  be  in  force,  as  far  as  is  confiflent  with  the  laws  of  the 
land,  and  the  prerogative  of  the  crown,  yet  the  King  is  the 
fupreme  and  ultimate  judge  in  the  fpiritual  courts°by  his 


*  Ec clef.  Pol.  b.  viii.  §.  8. 
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delegates,  as  lie  is  in  the  courts  of  common  law  by  his 
judges.  His  Majefty  might  appoint  a  Angle  perfon  of  the 
laity  to  be  his  vicar-general  in  all  caufes  ecclefiaftical  to  re¬ 
form  what  was  amifs,  as  King  Henry  VIII.  and  Charles  I. 
did,  which  very  much  refembled  the  Pope's  legate  in  the 
times  before  the  reformation.  By  authority  of  parliament 
the  crown  was  empowered  to  appoint  32  commiflioners, 
fome  of  the  laity,  and  fome  of  the  clergy,  to  reform  the 
canons  or  ecclefiaftical  laws;  and  though  the  defign  was  not 
executed,  the  power  was  certainly  in  the  King,  who  might 
have  ratified  the  new  canons,  and  given  them  the  force  of  a 
law,  without  content  of  the  clergy  in  convocation,  or  of  the 
parliament;  and  therefore  at  the  coronation  of  King  Charles 
I.  the  bifliop  was  directed  to  pray,  44  That  God  would  give 
u  the  King  Peter’ s  key  of  difcipline ,  and  PaulT  dodrine 

3.  As  to  Rites  and  Ceremonies,  the  a  ft  of  uniformity* 
fays  exprefly,  44  That  the  Queen’s  Majefty,  by  advice  of 
44  her  ecclefiaftical  commifiioners,  or  of  her  metropolitan, 
44  may  ordain  and  publifh  fuch  ceremonies  or  rites,  as  may 
44  be  moft  for  the  advancement  of  God’s  glory,  and  the 
“  edifying  of  the  church.”  Accordingly  her  Majefty  pub- 
lifhed  her  injun&ions,  without  fending  them  into  convoca¬ 
tion  or  parliament,  and  erefted  a  court  of  High  Commiffiort 
for  ecclefiaftical  caufes,  confifting  of  commiflioners  of  her 
own  nomination,  to  fee  them  put  in  execution.  Nay,  fa 
jealous  was  Queen  Elizabeth  of  this  branch  of  her  prero¬ 
gative,  that  Ihe  would  not  fuffer  her  high  court  of  parliament 
to  pafs  any  bill  for  the  amendment  or  alteration  of  the  ce¬ 
remonies  of  the  church,  it  being  (as  fhe  faid)  an  invafion  of 
her  prerogative. 

4.  The  Kings  of  England  claimed  the  foie  power  of  the  no¬ 
mination  of  bifhops ;  and  the  Deans  and  Chapters  were  obliged 
to  choofe  thofe  whom  their  Majefties  named ,  under  penalty  of 
a  premunire\  and  after  they  were  chofcn  and  confecrated ,  they 
might  not  ad  but  by  commijfion  from  the  crown .  They  held 
their  very  bifhopricks  for  fome  time  durante  bene  placito\ 
and  by  the  ftatute  of  the  5th  and  6th  of  Edward  VI.  chap.  1 , 
it  was  enafted,  44  That  archbifhops  and  bifhops  flull  punifli 
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“  by  cenfures  of  the  church  all  perfons  that  offend,  &c.” 

Which  plainly  implies,  that  without  fuch  a  licence  or  autho¬ 
rity  they  might  not  do  it. 

$.  No  convocation,  or  fynods  of  the  clergy  can  affemble  but 
by  a  writ  or  precept  from  the  crown-,  and  when  affembled, 
they  can  do  no  bufmefs  without  the  King's  letters  patents ,  ap¬ 
pointing  them  the  particular  fubjedls  they  are  to  debate  upon ;* 
and  alter  all,  their  canons  are  of  no  force  without  the 
royal  fanflion. 

Upon  the  whole  it  is  evident,  by  the  exprefs  words  of 
feveral  ftatutes,f  that  all  jurifdictitfn,  ecclefiadical  as  well  as 
civil,  was  veiled  in  the  King,  and  taken  away  from  the 
biihops,  except  by  delegation  from  him.  The  King  was 
chief  in  the  determination  of  all  caufes  in  the  church;  he 
had  authority  to  make  laws,  ceremonies,  and  conilitutions, 
and  without  him  no  fuch  laws,  ceremonies,  or  conilitutions, 
are  or  ought  to  be  of  force.  And,  laflly,  all  appeals  which 
before  had  been  made  to  Rome,  are  for  ever  hereafter  to  be 
made  to  his  Majeily’s  chancery,  to  be  ended  and  determined, 
as  the  manner  now  is,  by  delegates.  § 

I  am  fenfible,  that  the  conilitution  of  the  church  has  been 
altered  in  fome  things  fince  that  time:  But  let  the  reader 
judge,  by  what  has  been  recited  from  acts  of  parliament,  of 
the  high  powers  that  were  then  intruded  with  the  crown; 
and  how  far  they  were  agreeable  with  the  natural  or  reli¬ 
gious  rights  of  mankind.  The  whole  body  of  the  papifls 
refufed  the  oath  of  fupremacy,  as  inconfident  with  their 
allegiance  to  the  Pope;  but  the  Puritans  took  it  under  all 
thefe  difadvantages,  with  the  Queen’s  explication  in  her  in- 
;un£Hons;  that  is,  that  no  more  was  intended,  than  “  that 
“  her  Majejly,  under  God,  had  the  fovereignty  and  ride  over 
'4  all  perfons  born  in  her  realms,  either  ecclefiaflical  or  tern - 

*  ~  » 

*  Stat.  25  Hen.  VIII.  and  Stat.  Prasmun. 
f  37  Hen.  VIII.  cap.  17.  1  Eliz.  c.  i. 

§  Thus  the  power,  which  had  been  for  ages  exercifed  by  the  Pope,  was 
msferred  to  the  temporal  Monarch.  The  acquifition  of  this  power  was 
ighly  flattering  to  the  love  of  authority  in  Princes,  efpecially  as  they  had 
een  fo  long  under  fubje£lion  to  the  Pope.  To  a  woman  of  Queen  Elizabeth’s 
irit,  it  was,  independently  of  every  religious  coniideration,  a  powerful 
lucement  to  fupport  the  reformation.  Editor. 
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44  poral  fo  as  no  foreign  power  had  or  ought  to  have  autho- 
44  rity  over  them."  They  apprehended  this  to  be  the  natural 
right  of  all  fovereign  princes  in  their  dominions,  though 
there  had  been  no  ftatute  law  for  it;  but  as  they  did  not 
admit  the  government  of  the  church  to  be  monarchical, 
they  were  of  opinion,  that  no  lingle  perfon,  whether  layman 
or  ecclefiaftick,  ought  to  affume  the  title  of  fupreme  head  of 
the  church  on  earth,  in  the  fenfe  of  the  a&s  abovemcntioned. 
This  appears  from  the  writings  of  the  famous  Mr.  Cart¬ 
wright ,  in  his  admonition  to  the  parliament. 

44  The  Ghriflian  fovereign  (fays  he*)  ought  not  to  be  called 
44  Head  under  Chriji  of  the  particular  and  vifible  churches 
44  within  his  dominions:  It  is  a  title  not  fit  for  any  mortal 
44  man;  for  when  the  Apoflle  fays  that  Chrift  is  x,e(poc A77, 

44  the  Head,  it  is  as  much  as  if  he  had  faid,  Chrift  and  no 
44  other,  is  head  of  the  church.  No  civil  magiftrate  in 
44  councils  or  affemblies  for  church  matters,  can  either  be 
44  chief  moderator,  over-ruler,  judge,  or  determiner;  nor 
44  has  he  fuch  authority  as  that,  without  his  confent,  it  fhould 
44  not  be  lawful  for  ecclefiaftical  perfons  to  make  any  church 
44  orders  or  ceremonies.  Church  matters  ought  ordinarily 
44  to  be  handled  by  church  officers.  The  principal  direftion 
44  of  them  is,  by  God’s  ordinance,  committed  to  the  mi* 
44  nifters  of  the  church,  and  to  the  ecclefiaftical  governors: 
44  As  thefe  meddle  not  with  the  making  civil  laws,  fo  the 
44  civil  magiftrate  ought  not  to  ordain  ceremonies,  or  de- 
44  termine  controverfies  in  the  church,  as  long  as  they  do 
44  not  intrench  upon  his  temporal  authority.  Neverthelefs, 
44  our  meaning  is  not  to  feclude  the  magiftrate  from  our 
44  church  affemblies:  He  may  call  a  council  of  his  clergy, 
44  and  appoint  both  time  and  place;  he  may  be  there  by 
44  himfelf  or  his  deputy,  but  not  as  moderator,  determiner, 
44  or  judge;  he  may  have  his  voice  in  the  aflembly,  but  the 
44  orders  and  decrees  of  councils  are  not  made  by  his  autho- 
44  rity;  for  in  ancient  times  the  canons  of  the  councils  were 
44  not  called  the  decrees  of  the  emperors,  but  of  the  bifliops. 
44  It  is  the  prince’s  province  to  proteft  and  defend  the  coun- 
u  cils  of  his  clergy,  to  keep  the  peace,  to  fee  their  decrees 


executed, 


*  Admonition  to  Parliament,  lib.  ii.  p.  4,  11  • 
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«  execm;d’  and  t0  P«nifh  the  contemners  of  them  but  to 

exercife  no  fpiritual  jurifdiffion.” 

* ihtheXr1'?  3  fuU'r  *clarati»"  °f  Puritans 

ferved  that  rh  (u  ’,  ln  ,hc  mel"  it  may  be  ob- 
1  d»  1  the  Juft  boundaries  of  the  civil  and  ecclcfiaftical 
powers  were  not  well  underrtood  and  ftated  in  this  “ 

The  powers  of  the  civil  magiflrate  feem  chiefly  to  regard 
the  civil  welfare  of  his  ffibjefts:  he  is  to  proteft  them  „ 
their  properties,  and  in  the  peaceable  enjoyment  of  their 
civil  and  religious  rights;  but  there  is  no  paffage  in  the 
New  Tellament  that  gives  him  a  commiffion  to^e  lord 

Sabh  NCK  °f,hiS  rUbj^’  ”  “  h“'  dominion  of 
their  faith.  Nor  is  this  agreeable  to  reafon,  becaufe  relff-ion 

ought  to  be  the  effeff  of  a  free  and  deliberate  choice.  Why 
muft  we  believe  as  the  king  believes,  any  more  than  as 
the  clergy  or  pope?  If  every  man  could  believe  as  he 
ou  d;  or  if  all  men’s  underlfandings  were  exaftly  of  a  fize- 
or  if  God  would  accept  of  a  mere  outward  profeffion  when 
commanded  by  law,  then  it  would  be  reafonable  there  fhould 
e  but  one  religion,  and  one  uniform  manner  of  worlhip: 
ut  to  make  ecclefiaftical  laws,  obliging  men’s  practice  under 
evere  penalties  without  or  againft  the  light  of  their  con- 
fciences,  looks  like  an  mvafion  of  the  kingly  office  of  Chrift, 
and  mult  be  fubverfive  of  all  fmcerity  and  virtue. 

On  the  other  hand,  thm  jurif diction  of  the  Church  is  purely 
piritual.  No  man  ought  to  be  compelled  by  rewards  or 
punilhments  to  become  a  member  of  any  Chriftian  fociety 
or  to  continue  of  it  any  longer  than  he  apprehends  it  to  be 
his  duty.  All  the  ordinances  of  the  church  are  fpiritual 
and  1  o  are  her  weapons  and  cenfures.  The  weapons  of  the 
church  are  fcripture  and  reafon,  accompanied  with  prayers 
and  tears  Thefe  are  her  pillars,  and  the  walls  of  her  de- 
fence.  The  cenfures  of  the  church  are  admonitions ,  reproofs , 
or  declarations  of  perfons’  unfitnefs  for  her  communion, 
commonly  called  excommunications,  which  are  of  a  fpiritual 
nature,  and  ought  not  to  affeft  men’s  lives,  liberties,  or 
eftates.  No  man  ought  to  be  cut  off  from  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  a  fubject,  merely  becaufe  he  is  difqualitied  for 
Chrii.ian  communion.  Nor  has  any  church  upon  earth 
authority  from  Ghrill  to  inflidt  corporal  punilhments  upon 
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thofe  whom  fhe  mayjuftly  expel  her  fociety:  Thefe  are  the 
weapons  of  civil  magiftrates,  who  may  punifh  the  breakers 
of  the  laws  of  their  countries,  with  corporal  pains  and  pe¬ 
nalties,  as  guardians  of  the  civil  rights  of  their  fubjefts; 
but  GhriJVs  kingdom  is  not  of  this  world . 

If  thefe  principles  had  obtained  at  the  reformation,  there 
would  have  been  no  room  for  the  difturbance  of  any,  whofe 
religious  principles  were  not  inconfiflent  with  the  fafety  of 
the  government. §  Truth  and  charity  would  have  prevailed; 
the  civil  powers  would  have  protected  the  church  in  her  fpi- 
ritual  rights;  and  the  church,  by  inftrufting  the  people  in 
their  duty  to  their  fuperiors,  would  have  fupported  the 
ftate.  But  the  reformers,  as  well  Puritans  as  others,  had 
different  notions.  They  were  for  one  religion,  one  uniform 
mode  of  worfhip,  one  form  of  difeipline  or  church  govern¬ 
ment  for  the  whole  nation,  with  which  all  muff  comply 
outwardly,  whatever  were  their  inward  fentiments;  it  was 
therefore  refolved  to  have  an  aft  of  parliament  to  eftablilh 
an  uniformity  of  publick  worfhip,  without  any  indulgence 
to  tender  confciences;  neither  party  having  the  wifdom  or 
courage  to  oppofe  fuch  a  law,  but  both  endeavouring  to  be 
included  in  it. 

To  make  way  for  this,  the  papifls  who  were  in  poffeffion 
of  the  churches  were  firlt  to  be  vanquifhed;  the  Queen 
therefore  appointed  a  publick  difputation  in  WeJlminJlcY 
Abbey ,  before  her  privy  council  and  both  houfes  of  parlia¬ 
ment,  March  31ft,  1559,  between  nine  of  the  bifhops  and 
the  like  number  of  proteftant  divines,  upon  thefe  three  points: 

%  ift*  Whether  it  was  not  againft  feripture  and  the  cuftom 
of  the  ancient  church,  to  ufe  a  tongue  unknown  to  the 

§  It  would  have  been  more  confident  with  our  Author’s  reafoning,  if, 
indead  of  “  religious  principles/’  he  had  fubdituted  aftions.  If  religious 
principles  are  to  be  the  grounds  of  toleration  or  protection,  according  to 
their  fuppofed  conddency  or  inconddency  with  the  fafety  of  the  civil 
government,  there  is  not  only  room  for  endlei's  difputes  concerning  this 
conddency  ;  but  men  of  the  bed  views  and  characters  will  be  liable  to  differ 
thro’  the  imputation  of  confequences  aridng  from  their  principles,  which 
they  themfelves  difavow  and  abhor.  Beddes,  the  pernicious  tendency  of 
fome  principles  is  counteracted  by  the  induence  of  others,  and  the  good 
difpodtions  of  thofe  who  hold  them.  Overt-aCts  alone  afford  a  clear ]  de¬ 
finite  rule,  by  which  to  judge  of  moral,  or  political  character.  En. 

people 
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people  in  the  common  prayers  and  facraments? — adly.  Whe¬ 
ther  every  church  had  not  authority  to  appoint,  change, 
and  take  away  ceremonies,  and  ecclefiaftical  rites,  fo  the  fame 
were  done  to  edifying? — 3<dly.  Whether  it  could  be  proved 
by  the  word  of  God,  that  in  the  mafs  there  was  a  propitiatory 
facrifice  for  the  dead  and  living? 

The  deputation  was  to  be  in  writing;  but  the  papifls, 
finding  the  populace  againft  them,  broke  it  off  after  the  firft 
day,  under  pi  etence  that  the  Catholick  caufe  ought  not  to 
be  fubmitted  to  fuch  an  arbitration,  though  they  had  not 
thele  fcruples  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Mary ,  when  it  was  known 
the  iflue  of  the  conference  would  be  in  their  favour.  The 
bifhops  of  Winchester  and  Lincoln  faid,  The  dodrine  of  the 
Catholick  church  was  already  ejiablifhed ,  and  that  it  was  too 
great  an  encouragement  to  hereticks ,  to  admit  them  to  difcourfe 
againft  the  faith  before  an  unlearned  multitude .  They  added, 
That  the  Queen  had  deferved  to  be  excommunicated ;  and  talked 
of  thundering  out  their  anathemas  againft  the  privy  council ,  for 
which  they  were  both  fent  to  the  Tower.  The  reformed  had 
a  great  advantage  by  their  adverfaries  quitting  the  field  in 
this  manner;  it  being  concluded  from  hence,  that  their  caufe 
would  not  bear  the  light,  which  prepared  the  people  for 
further  changes. 

The  papifls  being  vanquifhed,  the  next  point  was  to  unite 
the  reformed  among  themfelves,  and  get  fuch  an  eftablilh- 
ment  as  might  make  them  all  eafy;  for  though  the  troubles 
at  Frankfort  were  huflit,  and  letters  of  forgivenefs  had  paffed 
between  the  contending  parties;  and  though  all  the  re¬ 
formers  were  of  one  faith,  yet  they  were  far  from  agreeing 
about  difcipline  and  ceremonies,  each  party  being  for  fettling 
the  church  according  to  their  own  model;  fome  were  for 
the  late  fervice  and  difcipline  of  the  Englifh  at  Geneva ; 
others  were  for  the  fervice-book  of  King  Edzvard  VI.  and 
for  withdrawing  no  farther  from  the  church  of  Rome  than 
was  neceffary  to  recover  purity  of  faith,  and  the  indepen¬ 
dency  of  the  church  upon  a  foreign  power.  Rites  and  ce¬ 
remonies  were  (in  their  opinion)  indifferent;  and  thofe  of 
the  church  of  Rome  preferable  to  others,  becaufe  they  were 
venerable  and  pompous,  and  becaufe  the  people  had  been 
ufed  to  them:  Thefe  were  the  fentiments  of  the  Queen,  who 

therefore 
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therefore  appointed  a  committee  of  divines  to  review  King 
Edward's  liturgy,  and  to  fee  if  in  any  particular  it  was  fit 
to  be  changed;  their  names  were  Dr.  Parker ,  Grindal ,  Cox , 
Pilkington ,  M< ay,  Bill ,  Whitehead ,  and  Sir  Thomas  Smith, 
doftor  of  the  civil  law.  Their  inftruftioris  were,  to  ftrike 
out  all  offenfive  paffages  againft  the  pope,  and  to  make 
people  eafy  about  the  belief  of  the  corporal  prefence  of 
Chriit  in  the  facr ament;  but  not  a  word  in  favour  of  the 
ftrifter  proteflants. 

Her  Majefly  was  afraid  of  reforming  too  far;  file  was 
defirous  to  retain  images  in  churches,  crucifixes  and  croffes, 
vocal  and  inflrumental  mufick,  with  all  the  old  popifh  gar¬ 
ments;  it  is  not  therefore  to  be  wondered,  that  in  reviewing 
the  liturgy  of  King  Edward ,  no  alterations  were  made  in 
favour  of  thofe  who  now  began  to  be  called  Puritans,  from 
their  attempting  a  purer  form  of  worfhip  and  difcipline  than 
had  yet  been  eftablilhed.  The  Queen  was  more  concerned 
for  the  papifls,  and  therefore,  in  the  litany  this  paffage  was 
flruck  out,  From  the  tyranny  of  the  Bijhop  of  Rome,  and  all 
his  det eft  able  enormities ,  good  Lord  deliver  us.  The  rubrick 
that  declared,  that  by  kneeling  at  the  facr ament  no  adoration 
was  intended  to  any  corporal  prefe?ice  of  Chrijl ,  was  expunged. 
The  committee  of  divines  left  it  at  the  people’s  liberty  to 
receive  the  facrament  kneeling  or  handing,  but  the  Queen 
and  parliament  retrained  it  to  kneeling;  fo  that  the  enfor¬ 
cing  this  ceremony  was  purely  an  aft  of  the  hate.  The  old 
fehivals  with  their  eves,  and  the  popifh  habits,  were  conti¬ 
nued,  as  they  were  in  the  2d  year  of  King  Edward  VI.  till 
the  Queen  fhould  pleafe  to  take  them  away;  for  the  words 
of  the  hatute  are,  They  Jhall  be  retained  till  other  order 
jhall  be  therein  taken  by  authority  of  the  Queen's  Majefly , 
with  the  advice  of  the  commiffioners  authorized  wider  the 
great  feal  of  England  for  caufes  eccleftaflical.  Some  of 
the  collefts  were  a  little  altered;  and  thus  the  book  was  pre- 
fented  to  the  two  houfes  and  pahed  into  a  law,*  being  hardly 
equal  to  that  which  was  fet  out  by  King  Edward ,  and  con¬ 
firmed  by  parliament  in  the  fifth  year  of  his  reign.  For 
whereas  in  that  liturgy  all  the  garments  were  laid  afide  except 

*  Burnet’s  Hift.  of  the  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  390.  Strype’s  Ann.  p.  83. 

-  Vol.  I,  K  >  the 
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the  furplice,  the  Queen  now  returned  to  King  Edward’s  firft 
book,  wherein  copes  arid  other  garments  were  ordered  to- 
be  ufed. 

I  he  title  of  the  aft  is,  An  act  for  the  Uniformity  of  Common 
Prayer  and  Service  in  the  Church ,  and  administration  of  the 
Sacraments .  It  was  brought  into  the  Houfe  of  Commons 
April  1 8,  and  was  read  a  third  time  April  20.  It  palled  the 
Houfe  of  Lords  April  28,  and  took  place  from  the  24th  of 
June  1559.  Heath  archbilhop  of  Tork§  made  an  elegant 
fpeech  againft  it,  in  which  among  other  things  he  obferves 
very  juftly,  that  an  aft  of  this  confequence  ought  to  have 
had  the  confent  of  the  clergy  in  convocation  before  it  palled 
into  a  law.  “  Not  only  the  orthodox,  but  even  the  Arian 
“  Emperors  (fays  lie)  ordered  that  points  of  faith  Ihould 
<c  be  examined  in  councils;  and  Gallio  by  the  light  of  nature 
“  knew  that  a  civil  judge  ought  not  to  meddle  with  matters 
“  of  religion.”  But  he  was  over-ruled,  the  aft  of  fupremacy 
which  palled  the  houfe  the  very  next  day  having  veiled  this 
power  in  the  crown,  j-  This  ftatute  lying  open  to  common  view 
at  the  beginning  of  the  common  prayer-book,  it  is  not  worth 
while  to  tranfcribe  it  in  this  place.  I  (hall  only  take  notice  of 
one  claufe,  by  which  all  ecclefialtical  jurifdiftion  was  again  de¬ 
livered  up  to  the  crown:  “  The  Queen  is  hereby  empowered, 
“  with  the  advice  of  her  commiflioners  or  metropolitan,  to 
*c  ordain  and  publilh  fuch  further  ceremonies  and  rites  as  may 

be  for  the  advancement  of  God’s  glory,  and  edifying  his 

church,  and  the  reverence  of  ChrilTs  holy  myfteries  and 
i6  facraments.”  And  had  it  not  been  for  this  claufe  of  a 
referve  of  power  to  make  what  alterations  her  Majefty 
thought  fit,  Hie  told  Archbilhop  Parker ,  that  Ihe  would 
not  have  palled  the  aft. 

Upon  this  fatal  rock  of  uniformity  in  things  merely  in¬ 
different  (in  the  opinion  of  the  impofers)  was  the  peace  of 
the  church  of  England  fplit.  The  pretence  was  decency 

§  Mr.  Strype  fays  there  is  fo  much  learning  and  fuch  Itrokes  therein,  that 
we  need  not  doubt  but  that  it  is  his.  Ann.  Ref.  vol.  i.  p.  73.  The  fpeech 
itfelf  i  in  his  appendix  to  vol.  i.  No.  6.  This  prelate  was  always  honour¬ 
ably  efteemed  by  the  Queen,  and  fometimes  had  the  honour  of  a  vifit  from 
her.  He  lived  difcreetly  in  his  own  houfe,  till  by  very  age  he  departed 
this  life.  Annals,  vol.i.  p.  143. 

f  D’Ew’s  Journal,  p.  29,  and 
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and  order;  but  it  feems  a  little  odd  that  uniformity  fhould 
be  neceffary  to  the  decent  worfhip  of  God,  when  in  mod 
other  things  there  is  a  greater  beauty  in  variety.  It  is  not 
neceffary  to  a  decent  drefs  that  men’s  clothes  fhould  be 
always  of  the  fame  colour  and  fafhion;  nor  would  there  be 
any  indecorum  or  diforder,  if  in  one  congregation  the  facia- 
ment  fhould  be  adminiflered  kneeling,  in  another  fitting,  and 
in  a  third  Handing;  or  if  in  one  and  the  fame  congregation  the 
minifler  were  at  liberty  to  read  prayers  either  in  a  black  gown 
or  a  furplice,  fuppofmg  the  garments  to  be  indifferent,  which 
the  makers  of  this  law  admitted,  tho’  the  Puritans  denied. 
The  rigorous  preffmg  of  this  a ft  was  the  occafion  of  all  the 
mifchiefs  that  befel  the  church  for  above  80  years.  What 
good  end  could  it  anfwer  to  prefs  mens  bodies  into  the 
publick  fervice,  without  convincing  their  minds?  If  there 
muft  be  one  eftablifhed  form  of  worfhip,  there  fhould  cer¬ 
tainly  have  been  an  indulgence  for  tender  confciences. — 
When  there  was  a  difference  in  the  church  of  the  Romans 
about  eating  flefh,  and  obferving  feftivals,  the  apoftle  did 
not  pinch  them  with  an  aft  of  uniformity,  but  allowed  a 
latitude,  Rom.  xiv.  5.  Let  not  him  that  eateth  judge  him 
that  eateth  not;  but  let  every  man  be  fully  perfuaded  in  his 
own  mind.  Why  doji  thou  judge  thy  brother  ?  or ,  why  dofi 
thou  Jet  at  nought  thy  brother?  For  we  muft  all  Jland  before 
the  judgment-feat  of  Chrijl .  Had  our  reformers  followed 
this  apoflolical  precedent,  the  church  of  England  would  have 
made  a  more  glorious  figure  in  the  proteftant  world,  than  it 
did  by  this  compulfive  aft  of  uniformity. 

Sad  were  the  confequences  of  thefe  two  laws,  both  to 
the  papifts  and  puritans.  The  papiffs  in  convocation  made 
a  Hand  for  the  old  religion;  and  in  their  6th  feffion  agreed 
upon  the  following  articles,  to  be  prefented  to  the  parliament 
for  difburdening  their  confciences. 

1.  That  in  thefacrament  of  the  altar  the  natural  body 
6C  of  Chrift  is  really  prefent,  by  virtue  of  the  words  of 

confecration  pronounced  by  the  prieft. 

2.  “  That  after  the  confecration  there  remains  not  the 
“  fubflance  of  bread  and  wine,  nor  any  other  fubftance  but 
“  God-Man, 
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3.  u  That  in  the  mafs  the  true  body  of  Chrift  is  offered 
4C  as  a  propitiatory  facrifice  for  the  living  and  the  dead. 

4.  44  That  the  iupreme  power  of  feeding  and  ruling  the 
46  church  is  in  St.  Peter  and  his  fucceffors. 

5.  44  That  the  authority  of  determining  matters  of  faith 
44  and  difcipline  belongs  only  to  the  pallors  of  the  church, 
44  and  not  to  laymen.” 

Thefe  articles  or  refolutions  were  prefented  to  the  lord 
keeper  by  their  prolocutor  Dr.  Harpsjield ,  but  his  lordlhip 
gave  them  no  anfwer;  nor  did  the  convocation  move  any 
further  in  matters  of  religion,  it  being  apparent  that 
were  againll  the  reformation. 

As  foon  as  the  feffions  was  ended  the  oath  of  fupremacy 
Was  tendered  to  the  bifhops,  who  all  refufed  it,  except  Dr, 
Kitchen  bilhop  of  Lcuidaff, \  to  the  number  of  fourteen; 
the  reft  of  the  fees  being  vacant.  Of  the  deprived  bilhops 
three  retired  beyond  fea,  viz.  Dr.  Pate  bilhop  of  Worcejler , 
Scot  of  Chefter ,  and  Goldwell  of  St.  Afaph ;  Heath  archbilhop 
of  York  was  fuffered  to  live  at  his  own  houfe,  where  the 
Queen  went  fometimes  to  vifit  him;  Tonjlal  and  Thirleby 
bmiops  of  Durham  and  £/y,  refided  at  Lambeth  in  the  houfe 
of  Archbilhop  Parker  with  freedom  and  eafe;  the  reft  were 
fuffered  to  go  at  large  upon  their  parole;  only  Bonner  bilhop 
of  London ,  White  of  Winchefter ,  and  Watfon  of  Lincoln , 
whofe  hands  had  been  deeply  ftained  with  the  blood  of  the 
proteftants  in  the  late  reign,  were  made  clofe  prifoners;  but 
they  had  a  fufficient  maintenance  from  the  Queen.  Moll 
of  the  monks  returned  to  a  fecular  life;  but  the  nuns  went 
beyond  fea,  as  did  all  others  who  had  a  mind  to  live  where 
they  might  have  the  free  exercife  of  their  religion. 

Several  of  the  reformed  exiles  were  offered  bilhopricks, 
but  refufed  them,  on  account  of  the  habits  and  ceremonies, 
&c.  as  Mr.  Whitehead ,  Mr.  Bernard  Gilpin ,  old  father 
Miles  Cover  dale  ^  Mr.  Knox ,  Mr.  Thomas  Sampfon ,  and  others. 
Many  who  accepted,  did  it  with  trembling;  from  the  necefiity 
of  the  times,  and  in  hopes  by  their  intereft  with  the  Queen 
to  obtain  an  amendment  in  the  conftitution  of  the  church; 
among  thefe  were  Grindal ,  Farkhurft ,  Sandy s ,  Pilkington , 
and  others* 
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The  fees  were  left  vacant  for  fome  time,  to  fee  if  any  of 
the  old  biihops  would  conform;  but  neither  time  nor  any 
thing  elfe  could  move  them;  at  length,  after  1 2  moiuh ;,  Dr. 
Matthew  Parker  was  confecrated  archbilhop  of  Canterbury 
at  Lambeth ,  by  fome  of  the  biihops  that  had  been  deprived 
in  the  late  reign,  for  not  one  of  the  prefent  biihops  would 
officiate.  This,  with  fome  othm  accidents,  gave  rife  to 
the  Itory  of  his  being  confecrated  at  the  Nags-Iiead  Tavern 
in  Cheapjide ,  a  fable  that  has  been  fufficiently  confuted  by 
our  church  hiftorians;§  the  perfons  concerned  in  the  con- 
fecration  were  Barlow  and  Scory ,  biihops  eleft  of  Chichefter 
and  Hereford ;  Whiles  Cover  dale,  the  deprived  bilhop  of  Ex- 
eter ,  and  Hodgkins ,  fuffragan  of  Bedford',  the  two  former 
appeared  in  their  chimere  and  furplice ,  but  the  two  latter 
wore  long  gowns  open  at  the  arms,  with  a  falling  cape  cn 
the  Ihoulders;  the  ceremony  was  performed  in  a  plain  manner 
without  gloves  or  landals,  ring  or  flippers,  mitre  or  pall,  or 
even  without  any  of  the  Aaronical  garments,  only  by  im- 
pofition  of  hands  and  prayer.  Strange!  that  the  archbilhop 
fliould  be  fatisfled  with  this,  in  his  own  cafe,  and  yet  be  fo 
zealous  to  impole  the  popilh  garments  upon  his  brethren. 

But  hill  it  has  been  doubted,  whether  Parker’ s  confe- 
cration  was  perfe&ly  canonical. 

1/?.  Becaule  the  perfons  engaged  in  it  had  been  legally 
deprived  in  the  late  reign,  and  were  not  yet  reflored.  To 
which  it  was  anfwered,  that  having  been  once  confecrated, 
the  epifcopal  charafter  remained  in  them,  and  therefore  they 
might  convey  it;  though  Cover  dale  and  Hodgkins  never  ex- 
ercifed  it  after  this  time. 

'idly.  Becaufe  the  confecration  ought  by  law  to  have  been 
directed  according  to  the  llatute  of  the  25th  of  Henry  VIII. 
and  not  according  to  the  form  of  King  Edward’s  ordinal 
for  ordaining  and  confecrating  biihops,  inafmuch  as  that 
book  had  been  fet  afide  in  the  late  reign,  and  was  not  yet 
reltored  by  parliament. 


§  Life  of  Parker,  p.  38,  60,  61.  Voltaire,  though  he  knew,  or,  as  a 
liberal  writer  obferves,  fhould  have  known,  that  this  itory  was  refuted  even 
by  the  Puritans  themfelves,  has  yet  related  it  as  a  faft.  It  was  a  calumny, 
to  which  the  cuilom,  of  the  new  ordained  bifhops  furnifhing  a  grand 
dinner  or  entertainment,  gave  rife.  Wendeborn’s  View  of  England, 
voL  ii.  p.  300.  Editor.  Tliefe 
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Thefe  objections  being  frequently  thrown  in  the  way  of 
the  new  biihops  by  the  papifts,  made  them  uneafy;  they 
began  to  doubt  of  the  validity  of  their  confecrations,  or  at 
leaft  of  their  legal  title  to  their  bifhopricks.  The  affair 
was  at  length  brought  before  parliament,  and  to  filence  all 
future  clamours  Parker9 s  confecration,  and  thofe  of  his 
brethren,  were  confirmed  by  the  two  houfes,  about  feven 
years  after  they  had  filled  their  chairs. 

The  archbifhop  was  inftalled  Dec.  17,  1559,  foon  after 
which  he  confecrated  feveral  of  his  brethren,  whom  the 
Queen  had  appointed  to  the  vacant  fees,  as  Grindal  to  the 
bifhoprick  of  London ,  Horn  to  Wmchefter ,  and  Pilkington 
to  Durham ,  &c.  Thus  the  reformation  was  reftored,  and 
the  church  of  England  fettled  on  its  prefen t  bafis.  The  new 
biihops  being  poor,  made  but  a  mean  figure  in  comparifon  of 
their  predecelfors:  They  were  unacquainted  with  courts 
and  equipages,  and  numerous  attendants;  but  as  they  grew 
rich,  they  quickly  rofe  in  their  deportment,  and  affumed  a 
lordly  fuperiority  over  their  brethren. 

The  hierarchy  being  now  at  its  flandard,  it  may  not  be 
improper  to  fet  before  the  reader  in  one  view  the  principles 
upon  which  it  (lands;  with  the  different  fentiments  of  the 
Puritans,  by  which  he  will  difcover  the  reafons  why  the  re¬ 
formation  proceeded  no  further: — 

1.  The  court  reformers  apprehended,  That  every  Prince 
had  authority  to  correct  all  abufes  of  dodrine  and  worjhip , 
* within  his  own  territories.  From  this  principle  the  parlia¬ 
ment  fubmitted  the  confciences  and  religion  of  the  whole 
nation  to  the  difpofal  of  the  King;  and  in  cafe  of  a  mino¬ 
rity  to  his  council;  fo  that  the  King  was  foie  reformer,  and 
might,  by  commiffioners  of  his  own  appointment,  declare  and 
remove  all  manner  of  errors,  herefies,  &c.  and  model  the 
doCtrine  and  difcipline  of  the  church  as  he  pleafed,  provided 
his  injunctions  did  not  exprefly  contradict  the  flatute  law  of 
the  land. 

Thus  the  reformation  took  place  in  fundry  material  points 
in  the  reigns  of  King  Edward  VI.  and  Queen  Elizabethy 
before  it  had  the  fanCtion  of  parliament  or  convocation:  And 
though  Queen  Mary  difallowed  of  the  fupremacy,  fhe  made 
ufe  of  it  to  reftore  the  old  religion,  before  the  laws  for 

abolilhing 
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abolifhing  it  were  repealed.  Hence  alfo  they  indulged 
the  foreign  proteftants  with  the  liberty  of  their  feparate 
difeipline,  which  they  denied  to  their  own  countrymen. 

The  Puritans  difowned  all  foreign  authority  and  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  church  as  much  as  their  brethren,  but  could 
not  admit  of  that  extenfive  power  which  the  crown  claimed 
by  the  fupremacy,  apprehending  it  unreafonable,  that  the 
religion  of  a  whole  nation  lliould  be  at  the  difpofal  of  a  Angle 
lay-perfon;  for  let  the  Apoftle’s  rule,  Pi. iat  all  things  be  done 
decently  and  in  order ,  mean  what  it  will,  it  was  not  directed 
to  the  Prince  or  civil  magiftrate.  However,  they  took  the 
oath  with  the  Queen’.s  explication  in  her  injunctions,  as  only 
reftoring  her  Majefty  to  the  ancient  and  natural  rights  of 
fovereign  Princes  over  their  fubjeCts. 

2.  It  was  admitted  by  the  court  reformers ,  That  the  church 
of  Rome  was  a  true  church ,  though  corrupt  in  feme  points  of 
dodrine  and  government ;  that  all  her  mini jlr  at  ions  were  valid , 
and  that  the  pope  was  a  true  b  iff  op  of  Rome,  though  not  of 
the  univerfal  church .  It  was  thought  necelfary  to  maintain 
this,  for  the  fupport  of  the  character  of  our  bifhops,  who 
could  not  otherwife  derive  their  fucceffion  from  the  apoftles. 

But  the  Puritans  affirmed  the  pope  to  be  Antichrift,  the 
church  of  Rome  to  be  no  true  church,  and  all  her  miniftra- 
tions  to  be  fuperftitious  and  idolatrous;  they  renounced  her 
communion,  and  durfl  not  rifque  the  validity  of  their  ordi¬ 
nations  upon  an  uninterrupted  line  of  fucceffion  from  the 
apoftles  through  their  hands. 

3.  It  was  agreed  by  all,  that  the  holy  feriptures  were  a 
perfeCt  rule  of  faith ;  but  the  bifhops  and  court  reformers  did 
not  allow  them  a  ftandard  of  difeipline  or  church  government  % 
but  affirmed  that  our  Saviour  and  his  Apojlles  left  it  to  the  dif 
cretion  of  the  civil  magiftrate ,  in  thofe  places  where  chrijlianity 
Jhould  obtain ,  to  accommodate  the  government  of  the  church  to 
the  policy  of  the  jlate. 

But  the  Puritans  apprehended  the  holy  feriptures  to  be  a 
ftandard  of  church  difeipline,  as  well  as  doCtrine;  at  lead 
that  nothing  ftiould  be  impofed  as  neceffiiry  but  what  was 
exprefly  contained  in,  or  derived  from  them  by  neceffiiry 
confequence.  And  if  it  ftiould  be  proved,  that  all  things 
necelfary  to  the  well  government  of  the  church,  could  not 

be 
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be  deduced  from  holy  feripture,  they  maintained  that  the 
difcietionary  power  was  not  veiled  in  the  civil  magiffrate, 
but  in  the  fpiritual  officers  of  the  church. 

4.  The  court  reformers  maintained,  that  the  practice  of  the 
primitive  church  for  the  fir  ft  four  or  five  centuries  was  a  proper 
ftandard  of  church  government  and  difeipline ,  and  in  fome  re- 
fpCLis  better.  Lean  that  of  the  apofiles ,  which  f according  to 
them )  was  only  accommodated  to  the  inf  amt  fate  of  the  church 
while  it  was  under  perfection ,  whereas  theirs  was  fuited  to 
the  grandeur  of  a  national  ejlablijhment .  Therefore  they 
only  pared  off  the  later  corruptions  of  the  papacy,  from 
the  time  the  pope  ufurped  the  title  of  univerfal  bifliop,  and 
left  thofe  Handing  which  they  could  trace  a  little  higher, 
inch  as  archbifhops ,  metropolitans ,  archdeacons ,  fuffragans , 
rural  deans ,  &c.  which  were  not  known  in  the  apoftolic 
age,  or  thofe  immediately  following. 

Vv  hereas  the  Puritans  were  for  keeping  clofe  to  the  ferip- 
tures  in  the  main  principles  of  church  government;  and  for 
admitting  no  church-officers  or  ordinances,  but  fuch  as  are 
appointed  therein.  They  apprehended  that  the  form  of 
government  ordained  by  the  apoftles  was  ariftocratical, 
according  to  the  conftitution  of  the  JewiJh  fanhedrim,  and 
was  deligned  as  a  pattern  for  the  churches  in  after-ages,  not 
to  be  departed  from  in  any  of  its  main  principles;  and  there¬ 
fore  they  paid  no  regard  to  the  cuffoms  of  the  papacy,  or 
the  practice  of  the  earlier  ages  of  chriffianity,  any  farther 
than  they  correfponded  with  the  feriptures. 

5.  Our  Reformers  maintained,  That  things  indifferent  in 
their  own  nature ,  which  are  neither  commanded  nor  forbidden 
in  the  holy  feriptures ,  fuch  as  rites y  ceremonies ,  habits ,  &c. 
might  be  fettled ,  determined ,  and  made  necejfary  by  the  com¬ 
mand  of  the  civil  magi  fir  ate,  and  that  in  fuch  cafes  it  was 
the  indifpenfible  duty  of  all  fubjedls  to  obferve  them. 

But  the  Puritans  infilled,  that  thofe  things  which  Chrift 
had  left  indifferent  ought  not  to  be  made  neceflary  by  any 
human  laws,  but  that  we  are  to  J land  faft  in  the  liberty 
wherewith  Chrijl  has  made  us  free :  And  further,  that  fuch 
rites  and  ceremonies  as  had  been  abufed  to  idolatry,  and 
rnanifeffly  tended  to  lead  men  back  to  popery  and 
fuperffition,  were  no  longer  indifferent,  but  to  be  rejected 
as  unlawful.  6.  Both 
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6.  Both  parties  agreed  too  well  in  averting  the  neceffity 
of  an  uniformity  of  publick  worlhip,  and  of  uling  the 
fword  of  the  magiftrate  for  the  fupport  and  defence  of  their 
refpeftive  principles,  which  they  made  an  ill  ufe  of  in  their 
turns,  whenever  they  could  grafp  the  power  into  their  hands. 
The  ftandard  of  uniformity,  according  to  the  bijhops ,  was 
the  Queen’s  fupremacy  and  the  laws  of  the  land ;  according 
to  the  Puritans ,  the  decrees  of  provincial  and  national Jynods9 
allowed  and  enforced  by  the  civil  magiftrate:  But  neither 
party  were  for  admitting  that  liberty  of  confcience,  and  free¬ 
dom  of  profeffion,  which  is  every  man’s  right,  as  far  as  is 
confident  with  the  peace  of  the  civil  government  he  lives 
under. 

The  principle  upon  which  the  bifhops  juftified  their  feve- 
rities  againft  the  Puritans,  in  this  and  the  following  reigns, 
was  the  fubjeds 9  obligation  to  obey  the  laws  of  their  country  in 
all  things  indifferent ,  which  are  neither  commanded  nor. for¬ 
bidden  by  the  laws  of  God .  And  the  excellent  Archbilhop 
27 Uotfon  in  one  of  his  fermons,  reprefents  the  dif enters  as  an 
humorous  and  perverfe  fet  of  people,  in  not  complying  with 
the  fervice  and  ceremonies  of  the  church,  for  no  other 
reafon  (fays  he)  but  becaufe  their  fuperiors  require  them. — - 
But  if  this  were  true,  it  is  a  juftifiable  reafon  for  their  diflent, 
fuppofing  the  magiftrate  repuires  that  which  is  not  within 
the  bounds  of  his  commiffion.  Ghrift  (fay  the  non-con- 
formifts)  is  the  foie  law-giver  of  his  church,  and  has 
enjoined  all  things  neceffary  to  be  obferved  in  it  to  the  end 
of  the  world;  therefore,  where  he  has  indulged  a  liberty 
to  his  followers,  it  is  as  much  their  duty  to  maintain  it,  as 
to  obferve  any  other  of  his  precepts.  If  the  civil  magiftrate 
fhould,  by  a  ftretch  of  the  prerogative,  difpenfe  with  the 
laws  of  his  country,  or  enjoin  new  ones,  according  to  his 
arbitrary  will  and  pleafure,  without  confent  of  parliament, 
would  it  deferve  the  brand  of  humour  or  perverfenefs  to 
refufe  obedience,  if  it  were  for  no  other  reajfon ,  but  becaufe 
we  will  not  fubmit  to  an  arbitrary ,  difpenfing  power?  Befkles, 
if  the  magiftrate  has  a  power  to  impofe  things  indifferent, 
and  make  them  neceffary  in  the  fervice  of  God;  he  may 
drefs  up  religion  in  any  fhape,  and  inftead  of  one  ceremony 
may  load  it  with  a  hundred. 
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r  return  t0  ^le  Pillory.  The  reformation  being  thus 
ettled,  tiie  Queen  gave  out  commiilions  for  a  general  vifn, 
ration,  and  pubhffied  a  body  of  injunctions ,  confifting  of  c? 
articles,  commanding  her  loving  fubjefts  obediently  to  re- 
cave,  and  truly  to  obferve  and  keep  them,  according  to 
tueir  offices,  degrees,  and  Hates.  They  are  almofl  the  fame 
with  thole  of  King  Edward .  I  ffiall  therefore  only  give 

the  reader  an  abftraft  of  fuch  as  we  may  have  occafion  to 
refer  to  hereafter. 

Artie,  i.  “  All  ecclefiaftical  perfons  fhall  fee  that  the  aft 
“  .  ffipremacy  be  duly  obferved,  and  ffiall  preach  four 
£,  Year  a§a*n^  yielding  obedience  to  any  foreign 

j^rlffiiHion.  2.  1  ney  ffiall  not  fet  forth  or  extol  the 

“  dignity  of  any  images,  relicks  or  miracles,  but  ffiall  de- 
^  clare  the  abufes  of  the  fame,  and  that  all  grace  is  from 
God.  3.  Parfons  ffiall  preach  once  every  month  upon 
works  of  faith,  mercy  and  charity,  commanded  by  God; 
and  ffiall  inform  the  people,  that  works  of  maffis  devilin0*, 
fuch  as  pilgrimages,  fetting  up  of  candles,  praying  upon 
^  beads,  icc.  are  offenfive  to  God. — 4.  Parfons  having 
cure  of  fouls  ffiall  preach  in  perion  once  a  quarter  at  leaft, 
or  elfe  read  one  of  the  homilies  preicribed  by  the  Queen 
to  be  read  every  Sunday  in  the  churches  where  there  is  no 
fermon.  3.  Every  holy  day,  when  there  is  no  fermon, 
“  tlK7  ffiall  recite  from  the  pulpit  the  Pater-Nofler,  Creed, 
and  ten  Commandments. — 6.  W lthin  three  months  every 
cc  pariffi  ffiall  provide  a  Bible,  and  within  twelve  months 
Erafmus  s  paraphrafe  upon  the  gofpels  in  Englijh ,  and  fet 
them  up  in  their  feveral  churches. — 7.  The  clergy  ffiall 
not  haunt  ale-houfes  or  taverns,  or  fpend  their  time  idly 
at  dice,  cards,  tables,  or  any  other  unlawful  game. — 8. 

<c  None  ffiall  be  admitted  to  preach  in  churches  without 
cc  licence  from  the  Queen,  or  her  vifitors ;  or  from  the  arch- 
biffiop  or  biffiop  of  the  diocefe. — 16.  All  parfons  under 
the  degree  of  ‘M.  A .  ffiall  buy  for  their  own  ufe  the  New 
TeHament  in  Latin  and  Englijh ,  with  paraphrafes,  within 
three  months  after  this  vifitation. — 17.  They  ffiall  learn 
u  out  of  the  feriptures  fome  comfortable  fentences  for  the 
€C  fick. — 18.  There  ffiall  be  no  popilK  proceffions;  nor  ffiall 
any  perfons  walk  about  tire  churchy  or  depart  out  of  it, 
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while  the  pried  is  reading  the  fcriptures. — 19.  Never- 
«  thelefs  the  perambulation  of  pariflies  or  proceflions  with 
«  the  curates  fltall  continue,  who  fhall  make  a  fuitable  ex- 
«  hortation. — 20.  Holy  days  fhall  be  ltriftly  obferved, 
“  except  in  harved-time  after  divine  fervice. — 21.  Curates 
<«  may  not  admit  to  the  holy  communion,  perfons  that  live 
«  openly  in  fin  without  repentance;  or  that  are  at  variance 
“  with  their  neighbours,  till  they  are  reconciled.  22. 
«  Curates,  &c.  fltall  teach  the  people  not  obdinately  to 
“  violate  the  laudable  ceremonies  of  the  church. — 23.  Alfo, 
«  they  fltall  take  away,  utterly  extinguilh*  and  deflroy  all 
“  fltrines,  coverings  oi  fltrines;  all  tables,  candied icks, 
«  trindals,  and  rolls  of  wax,  piftures,  paintings,  and  all 
“  other  monuments  of  feigned  miracles,  pilgrimages,  ido- 
«  latry  and  fuperdition,  fo  that  there  remain  no  memory  of 
“  the  fame  in  walls,  glafs  windows,  or  elfewhere,  within 
“  their  churches  and  houfes;  preferving  neverthelefs,  or  re- 
“  pairing  both  the  walls  and  glafs  windows ;  and  they  fltall 
“  exhort  all  their  pariihioners  to  do  the  like  in  their  feveral 
«  houfes. — 28.  Due  reverence  fltall  be  paid  to  the  miniders 
«  of  the  goipel. — 29.  No  pried  or  deacon  fltall  marry 
“  without  allowance  of  the  bifltop  of  his  diocefe,  and  two 
ces  of  the  peace;  nor  without  confent  of  the  parents 
“  of  the  woman  (if  {he  have  any)  or  others  that  are  neareft 
“  of  kin,  upon  penalty  of  being  uncapable  of  holding  any 
ecclefiaftical  promotion,  or  miniftring  in  the  W’ord  and  fa- 
“  craments.  Nor  fhall  bifhops  marry  without  allowance 
“  of  their  metropolitan,  and  fuch  commiffioners  as  the 
<c  Queen  fhall  appoint. — 30.  All  archbilhops  and  bifhops, 
iC  and  all  that  preach  or  adminifter  the  facraments,  *  or  that 
“  {hall  be  admitted  into  any  ecclefiaftical  vocation,  or  into 
u  either  of  the  Univerfities,  {hall  wear  fuch  garments,  and 
**  fquare  caps,  as  were  worn  in  the  reign  of  King  Edward  VI. 
cc  — 33*  N°  perfon  fhall  abfent  from  his  parifli  church,  and 
refort  to  another,  but  upon  an  extraordinary  occafion.— 
ci  34.  No  inn-holders  or  publick-houfes,  fhall  fell  meat  or 
“  drink  in  time  of  divine  fervice. — 35.  None  fliall  keep  in 
16  their  houfes  any  abufed  images ,  tables,  pi&ures,  paintings, 
and  other  monuments  of  feigned  miracles. — 36.  No  man 
{hall  dilturb  the  minifter  in  his  ferrnon;  nor  mock  or 
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^akc  a  jefl:  of  him.— 37.  No  man,  woman  or  child,  (hall 
£  be  otnerways  bufied  in  time  of  divine  fervice,  but  Ihall 

give  due  attendance  to  what  is  read  and  preached. _ 40 

No  perfon  Ihall  teach  fchool  but  fuch  as  are  allowed  by 
tue  ordinary.— 41.  School-mailers  Ihall  exhort  their 
chilaren  to  love  and  reverence  the  true  religion  now  al- 
“  lowed  bJ  authority.— 42.  They  Ihall  teach  their  fcholars 
£  certain  fentences  of  fcriptures  tending  to  godlinefs..— 41. 

tt  s  i‘n<-  (-r a1  be  admitted  to  any  fpiritual  cure  that  are  utterly 
unlearned. — 44.  '[’he  parfon  or  curate  of  the  parilli  fhall 
‘  mllruft  the  children  of  his  parilli  for  half  an  hour  before 
“  evening  prayer  on  every  holy  day,  and  fecond  Sunday  in 
the  year,  in  the  Catechilm,  and  lliall  teach  them  the 
Loi  d’s  Prayer,  Creed,  and  ten  Commandments.— 45.  AH 
the  ordinaries  Ihall  exhibit  to  the  vifitors  a  copy  of  the 
<£  |?°°^  containing  the  caufes,  why  any  have  been  impri- 
lOned,  lamillied,  or  put  to  death  for  religion  in  the  iate 
“  reign.- — 46.  Overfeers  in  every  parilh  Ihall  fee  that  all  the 
parilhioners  duly  refort  to  church;  and  Ihall  prefent  de¬ 
faulters  to  the  ordinary.— 47.  Churchwardens  lliall  deliver 
to  the  Queen’s  vifitors  an  inventory  of  all  their  church 
“  furniture,  as  vejlments,  copes ,  plate,  books,  and  efpeciallyof 
grayles,  coucbers,  legends,  procejjlonals,  manuals ,  hymnals, 

4‘  portueffes,  and  fuch  like,  appertaining  to  the  church. — 48. 

‘  The  htany  and  prayers  lliall  be  read  weekly  on  Wednefdays 
ana  Fridays.  49.  Singing  men  lliall  be  continued  and 
maintained  in  collegiate  churches,  and  there  lliall  be  a 
"  '  model!  and  diltincl  fong  fo  ufed  in  all  parts  of  the  common 
prayers  in  the  church,  that  the  iame  may  be  as  plainly 
"4  underllood  as  if  it  were  read  without  finging;  and  yet 
nevennelefs,  for  the  comforting  fuch  as  delight  in  mulick, 

44  h  may  be  permitted  that  in  the  beginning  or  end  of  the 
“  common  prayer,  there  may  be  fung  an  hymn,  or  fuch 
44  hke  fong,  in  the  belt  fort  of  melody  and  mulick,  that  may 
“  he  conveniently  devifed,  having  refpeft  that  the  fentences 
“  of  the  hymn  may  be  underllood  and  perceived. — 50. 

41  1’here  lliall  be  no  vain  and  contentious  difputes  in  matters 
“  °f  religion;  nor  the  uie  of  opprobrious  words,  as  papifl, 

44  papiftical  heretick,  fchifmatick  or  facramentary.  Offenders 
to  be  remitted  to  the  ordinary.— 5 1 .  No  book  or  pam- 
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«  phlet  (hall  be  printed  or  made  publick  without  licence 
«  from  the  Queen,  or  fix  of  her  privy  council,  or  her  ec- 
«  clefiaftical  commiffioners,  or  from  the  archbifhops  of  Can - 
cc  terbury  and  liork^  the  bifhop  of  Condon ,  the  chancellom 
a  of  both  univerfities,  the  bifhop  being  ordinal  y,  and  the 
archdeacon  alfo  of  the  place,  where  any  Inch  book  {hall 
“  be  printed,  or  two  of  them,  whereof  the  ordinary  to  be 
always  onet  The  names  of  the  licenfers  to  be  printed  at 
u  the  end.  Ancient  and  prophane  authors  are  excepted. 

<c  r 2.  In  time  of  reading  the  litany,  and  all  othei  collects 
and  common  prayer,  all  the  people  {hall  devoutly  kneel y 
and  when  the  name  of  Jesus  (hall  be  in  any  leflon,  fennon, 
or  otherways  pronounced  in  the  church,  due  reverence 
64  {hall  be  made  of  all  perfons  with  lownefs  of  courtefy, 

“  and  uncovering  the  heads  of  the  men,  as  has  been 
<c  heretofore  accuftomed.” 

Thefe  injunctions  were  to  be  read  in  the  churches  once 
every  quarter  of  a  year. 

An  appendix  was  added,  containing  one  form  of  bidding 
prayer ;  and  an  order  relating  to  tables  in  churches ,  which 
enjoins,  “  That  no  altar  be  taken  down  but  by  overfight  of 
“  the  curate  and  churchwardens,  or  one  of  them  at  leaft, 
“  wherein  no  riotous  or  diforderly  manner  {hall  be  ufed :  and 
«  that  the  holy  table  in  every  church  be  decently  made,  and 
“  fet  in  the  place  where  the  altar  (food,  and  there  to  ftand 
<c  covered,  faving  when  the  facramentis  to  be  adminiftered; 

at  which  time  it  (hall  be  fo  placed  within  the  chancel,  as 
€fc  thereby  the  minifter  may  be  more  conveniently  heard  of 
the  communicants,  and  the  communicants  alfo  more  con- 
veniently,  and  in  more  numbers  communicate  with  the  faid 
minifter;  and  after  the  communion  done  the  holy  table 
{hall  be  placed  where  it  flood  before.” 

The  penalties  for  difobeying  thefe  injunctions,  were  fuf- 
penfion,  deprivation,  fequeftration  of  fruits  and  benefices, 
excommunication,  and  fuch  other  corrections  as  to  thofe 
who  have  ecclefiaftical  jurifdiCtion  under  her  Majefty  fhould 
feem  meet. 

The  major  part  of  the  vifitors  were  laymen,  any  two  of 
whom  were  empowered  to  examine  into  the  true  date  of  all 
•churches;  to  fufpend  or  deprive  fuch  clergymen  as  were  un¬ 
worthy. 
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worthy,  and  to  pm  others  into  their  places;*  to  proceed 
againft  the  obftmate  by  imprifonment,  church  cenfures  or 
any  other  legal  methods.  They  were  to  referve  penfions 

•  fll,ch  as  cl",t.tcd  'J  benefices  by  refignation ;  to  examine 
mto  the  condition  of  all  that  were  imprifoned  on  the  account 
of  religion,  and  to  difcharge  them;  and  to  reft  ore  all  fuch 

to  their  benefices  who  had  been  unlawfully  deprived  in  the 
late  times. 

,  1  '"Lof  the  firft  hiS‘h  commiffion,  which  was  iffued 
about  Mtdfummer ,  1 559.  It  gave  offence  to  many,  that  the 

CJueen  ihould  give  lay-vifitors  authority  to  proceed  by  eccle- 
iialtical  cenfures;  but  this  was  no  more  than  is  frequently 
done  by  lay-chancellors  in  the  ecclefiaftical  courts.  §  It  was 
much  more  unjuftifiable  for  the  commiftioners  to  go  beyond 
the  cenfures  of  the  church,  by  fines,  imprifonments,  and 
inquifitory  oaths,  to  the  ruin  of  fome  hundreds  of  families 

without  the  authority  of  that  ftatute  which  gave  them  beinr 
or  any  other.  ** 

Mr.  Strype  affures  us,  that  the  vifitors  took  effectual  care 
to  have  all  the  inftruments  and  utenfils  of  idolatry  and  fuper- 
ftition  demoliftied  and  deftroyed  out  of  the  churches  where 
God’s  pure  fervice  was  to  be  performed;  fuch  as  roods, 
i.  e.  Images  of  Chrift  upon  the  crofs,  with  Mary  and  John 
Handing  by;  alfo  images  of  tutelary  faints  of  the  churches 
that  were  dedicated  to  them,  popifli  books,  altars,  and  the 
like.  But  it  does  not  appear  that  either  the  fecond  or  23d 
articles  of  injunctions  impowered  them  abfolutely  to  remove 
all  images  out  of  churches;  the  Queen  herfelf  was  as  yet 
undetermined  in  that  matter.f  Bifliop  Jewel ,  in  his  letter  to 
Peter  Martyr,  Feb.  4,  1560,  fays,  there  was  to  beacon- 
ference  about  the  lawfulnefs  of  images  in  churches  the  day 
following,  between  Parker  and  Cox ,  who  were  for  them, 

,  and  himfelf  and  Grindal,  who  were  againft  them;  and  if 
they  prevail,  (fays  he)  I  will  be  no  longer  a  bifliop. |  How¬ 
ever,  it  is  certain,  that  the  vifitors  commanded  the  prebend¬ 
aries  and  archdeacon  of  London  to  fee  that  the  cathedral 

*  Hid.  Ref.  vol.  ii.  p.  400. 

^  1  ‘his  Dr.  W arner  obferves,  was  j unifying  one  abufe  by  another.  Ed. 
f  Hid*  Ref  vol.  iii.  p.  290.  J  Pierce’s  Vinci,  p.  38. 
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church  of  St.  Paul* s  be  purged  and  freed  from  all  and  An¬ 
gular  images,  idols  and  altars;  and  in  the  place  of  the  altars 
to  provide  a  decent  table  for  the  ordinary  celebration  of  the 
Lord’s  fupper;  and  accordingly  the  roods  and  high  altar 
were  taken  away.* 

The  populace  was  on  the  fide  of  the  reformation,-)-  having 
been  provoked  with  the  cruelties  of  the  late  times:  Great 
numbers  attended  the  commiflioners,  and  brought  into 
Cheapjide ,  Paul's  Church-yard ,  and  Smithjield ,  the  roods  and 
crucifixes  that  were  taken  down,  and  in  fome  places  the  veft- 
ments  of  the  priefts,  copes ,  furpliccs ,  altar  cloths ,  books,  ban¬ 
ners ,  Jepulchres ,  and  burnt  them  to  allies,  as  it  were,  to  make 
atonement  for  the  blood  of  the  martyrs'  which  had  been 
(lied  there.  Nay,  they  went  further,  and  in  their  furious 
zeal  broke  the  painted  glafs  windows,  rafed  out  fome  ancient 
infcriptions,  and  fpoiled  thofe  monuments  of  the  dead  that 
had  any  enfigns  of  popery  upon  them.  “  The  divines  of 
“  this  time  (fays  Mr.  Strype )  could  have  been  content  to  have 
cc  been  without  all  relicks,  and  ceremonies  of  the  Roman 
“  church,  that  there  might  not  be  the  lead  compliance  with 
“  popifh  devotions.”  And  it  had  not  been  the  worfe  for 
the  church  of  England  if  their  fucceffors  had  been  of  the 
fame  mind. 

But  the  Queen  difliked  thefe  proceedings ;  §  die  had  a 
crucifix  with  the  Blejfed  Virgin  and  St.  John ,  Hill  in  her 

*  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  i.  p.  175. 

f  The  following  anecdotes  mark  the  ftrong  difpofition  of  the  people 
towards  a  reformation,  and  are  pleafing  fpecimens  of  the  fkill  and  ingenuity 
with  which  Queen  Elizabeth  knew  how  to  fuit  herfelf  to  their  w idles.  On 
her  releafing  the  prifoners,  confined  in  the  former  reign  on  account  of  re¬ 
ligion,  one  Rainsford  told  the  Queen  that  he  had  a  petition  to  prefent  to 
her,  in  behalf  of  other  prifoners,  called  Matthew,  Mark,  Luke,  and  John. 
She  readily  replied,  that  die  mull  firft  confult  the  prifoners  themfelves',  and 
learn  of  them  whether  they  defired  that  liberty  which  he  had  afked  for 
them.  At  the  time  ot  her  coronation,  from  one  of  the  principal  arches- 
through  which  die  was  condu&ed,  a  boy  perfonating  Truth  was  let  down, 
and  prefented  her  with  a  Bible.  She  received  it  on  her  knees,  kiffed  it] 
and  placing  it  in  her  bofom,  faid,  “  She  preferred  that  above  all  the  other 

“  prefents  that  were  on  that  day  made  her.” - Hiftory  of  Knowledge  in 

the  New  Annual  Regifter  for  1789,  p.  4;  and  Burnet’s  Hidory  of  the  Re¬ 
formation  abridged,  8vo.  p.  344.  Ed. 

§  Hid.  Ref.  vol.  lii.  p.  291.  Life  of  Parker,  p.310.  Strype’s  Annals, 
vol. 1.  p.  175,  176. 
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chapel ; .  and  when  Sandy s  bifhop  of  Worcefter  fpoke  to  her 
Rgair  it  it,  ihe  threatened  to  deprive  him.  The  crucifix  was 
after  feme  time  removed,  but  replaced  in  1 570.  To  put  fome 
Hop  to  thefe  proceedings,  her  Majefty  iffued  out  a  procla- 
mat  ion,  Gated  Sept,  in  b,  in  the  2d  year  of  her  reign, 
prohibiting  “  The  defacing  or  breaking  any  parcel  of  any 

tomb  Oi  grave,  or  other  infeription,  in  me¬ 
mory  of  any  perfon  deceafed,  or  breaking  any  images  of 
kiiigs,  princes,  or  nobles,  &c.  fet  up  only  in  memory  of 
them  to  poflerity,  and  not  for  any  religious  honour;  or 
efaciilg  or  breaking  any  images  in  glafs  windows  in 
<c  any  churches,  without  confent  of  the  ordinary.”  It  was 
%with  great  difficulty,  and  not  without  a  fort  of  protection 
'from  the  bifhops,  that  her  Majefty  confented  to  have  fo 
many  monuments  of  idolatry,  as  are  mentioned  in  her  23d 
injimftion,  removed  out  of  churches;  but  the  would  not 
part  with  her  altar,  or  her  crucifix,  nor  with  lighted  can¬ 
dles,  out  of  her  own  chapel.  The  gentlemen  and  finging 
children  appeared  there  in  their  furplices,  and  the  prielts  in 
their  copes;  the  altar  was  furnifhed  with  rich  plate,  and  two 
gilt  candldlicks,  with  lighted  candles,  and  a  mafly  crucifix 
of  filver  in  the  midft:  The  fervice  was  fung  not  only  with 
the  found  of  organs,  but  with  the  artificial  mufick  of  cornets, 
fackbuts,  &c.  on  folemn  feflivals.  The  ceremonies  obferved 
by  the  knights  of  the  garter  in  their  adoration  towards  the 
altar,  which  had  been  aboli  filed  by  King  Edward ,  and  revived 
by  Queen  Mary ,  were  retained.  In  Ihort,  the  fervice  per¬ 
formed  in  the  Queen’s  chapel,  and  in  fundry  cathedrals,  was  fo 
fplendid  and  fhowy,  that  foreigners  could  not  diftinguifii  it 
from  the  Roman ,  except  that  it  was  performed  in  the  Englifh 
tongue.  By  this  method  moil  of  the  popifti  laity  were  de¬ 
ceived  into  conformity,  and  came  regularly  to  church  for 
nine  or  ten  years,  till  the  pope  being  out  of  all  hopes  of  an 
ccommodation  forbid  them,  by  excommunicating  the  Queen, 
nd  laying  the  whole  kingdom  under  an  interdict. 

When  the  vifitors  had  gone  through  the  kingdom,  and 
made  their  report  of  the  obedience  given  to  her  Majefty’s 
laws  and  injunctions,  it  appeared  that  not  above  243  clergy¬ 
men  had  quitted  their  livings,  (viz.)  14  bifiiops,  and  3  bifliops 
deft;  one  abbot,  4  priors,  1  abhefs,  12  deans,  14  archdea¬ 
cons* 
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Cons,  60  canons  or  prebendaries,  100  beneficed  clergy,  15 
heads  of  colleges  in  Oxford  and  Cambridge ;  to  which  may 
be  added  about  20  doCtors  in  feveral  faculties.  In  one  of  the 
volumes  in  the  Cotton  library  the  number  is  192;  17  Ewe's 
Journal  mentions  but  1 77 ;  Bifhop  Burnet  1 99 ;  but  Cambden 
and  Cardinal  Allen  reckon  as  above.  Moft  of  the  inferior 
beneficed  clergy  kept  their  places,  as  they  had  done  through 
all  the  changes  of  the  three  laft  reigns;  and  without  all 
queftion,  if  the  Queen  had  died,  and  the  old  religion  had 
been  reftored,  they  would  have  turned  again;  but  the  hifhops 
and  fome  of  the  dignified  clergy  having  fworn  to  the  fupre - 
macy  under  King  Henry,  and  renounced  it  again  under  Oueen 
Mary ,  they  thought  it  might  refleCt  a  difhonour  upon  their 
character  to  change  again,  and  therefore  they  refolved  to  hold 
together,  and  by  their  weight  endeavour  to  diftrefs  the  re¬ 
formation.  Upon  fo  great  an  alteration  of  religion  the 
number  of  recufants  out  of  9400  parochial  benefices  was 
inconfiderable;  and  yet  it  was  impoffible  to  find  Proteftants 
of  a  tolerable  capacity  to  fupply  the  vacancies,  becaufe  many 
of  the  ftrifter  fort,  who  had  been  exiles  for  religion,  could  not 
come  up  to  the  terms  of  conformity,  and  the  Queen’s  in¬ 
junctions.  V 

It  may  feem  ftrange,  that  amidlt  all  this  concern  for  the 
new  form  of  worfliip,  no  notice  fhould  be  taken  of  the 
doftrinal  articles  which  King  Edward  had  publifhed  for 
avoiding  diverfities  of  opinions,  though  her  Majefty  might 
have  enjoined  them,  by  virtue  of  her  fupremacy  under  the 
great  feal,  as  well  as  her  brother;  but  thebifiiops  durft  not 
venture  them  into  convocation,  becaufe  the  majority  was  for 
the  old  religion,  and  the  Queen  was  not  very  fond  of  her 
brother’s  doCtrines.  To  fupply  this  defeCt  for  the  prefent, 
the  biftiops  drew  up  a  declaration  of  their  faith,*  which  all 
churchmen  were  obliged  to  read  publicity  at  their  entrance 
upon  their  cures. 

Thefe  were  the  terms  of  minifterial  conformity  at  this 
time;  the  oath  of  fupremacy ,  compliance  with  the  ah  of  uni¬ 
formity ,  and  this  declaratio?i  of  faith .  There  was  no  difpute 
among  the  reformers  about  the  firft  and  laft  of  thefe  quali- 

*  See  this  Declaration,  Appendix  No.  J. 
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Hcations,  but  they  differed  upon  the  fecond;  many  of  the 
learned  exiles,  and  others,  refufing  to  accept  of  livings  in 
the  church  according  to  the  aft  of  uniformity,  and  the 
Queen  s  injunctions.  If  the  popifh  habits  and  ceremonies 
had  been  left  indifferent,  or  other  decent  ones  appointed  in 
their  room,  the  feeds  of  divifion  had  been  prevented;  but 
<iS  the  cafe  dood,  it  was  next  to  a  miracle  that  the  reforma¬ 
tion  had  not  fallen  back  into  the  hands  of  the  papifts ; 
and  if  fome  of  the  Puritans  had  not  complied  for  the  pre- 
fent,  m  hopes  of  the  removal  of  thefe  grievances,  in  more 
fettled  times,  this  would  have  been  the  fad  confequence;  for 
it  was  impoffible,  with  all  the  affiftance  they  could  get  from 
both  univerfities,  to  fill  up  the  parochial  vacancies  with  men 
of  learning  and  character.  Many  churches  were  disfurnilhecl 
for  a  confiderable  time,  and  not  a  few  mechanicks,  altoge- 
thei  as  unlearned  as  the  mod  remarkable  of  thofe  that  were 
ejected,  were  preferred  to  dignities  and  livings,  who  being 
dilregarded  by  the  people,  brought  great  difcredit  on  the 
reformation,  while  others  of  the  fir'd  rank  for  learning, 
piety,  and  ufefulnefs  in  their  funftions,  were  laid  by  in  filence. 
There  was  little  or  no  preaching  all  over  the  country;  the 
Bilhop  of  Bangor  writes,  that  “  he  had  but  two  preachers 
in  all  his  diocefe.”*  It  was  enough  if  the  parfon  could 
read  the  fervice,  and  fometimes  an  homily.  The  bifhops 
were  fenfible  of  the  calamity;  but  inllead  of  opening  the 
door  a  little  wider,  to  let  in  fome  of  the  more  confcientious 
and  zealous  reformers,  they  admitted  the  meaned  and  mod 
illiterate  who  would  come  up  to  the  terms  of  the  law;  and 
publifhed  a  fecond  book  of  homilies  for  their  further  affidance. 

It  is  hard  to  fay  at  this  didance  of  time,  how  far  the  bifhops 
were  to  blame  for  their  fervile  and  abjeft  compliance  with 
the  Queen;  yet  one  is  ready  to  think,  that  thofe  who  had 
drunk  fo  deep  of  the  cup  of  perfecution,  and  had  feen  the 
dreadful  effects  of  it,  in  the  fiery  trial  of  their  brethren  the 
martyrs,  Ihould  have  inlided  as  one  man,  upon  a  latitude 
for  their  confcientious  brethren  in  points  of  indifference; 
whereas  their  zeal  ran  in  a  quite  different  channel;  for  when 
the  fpiritualfword  was  put  into  their  hands,  they  were  too 

forward  in  brandilhing  it  over  the  heads  of  others,  and  even 

—  '  / 

#  M.  S,  p.  886,  - 


✓ 


CHAP.  IV. 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


T47 

to  out-run  the  laws,  by  fufpending,  depriving,  lining,  and 
imprifoning  men  of  true  learning  and  piety,  popular  preach¬ 
ers,  declared  enemies  of  popery  and  fuperflition,  and  of  the 
fame  faith  with  themfelves,  who  were  fearful  of  a  fulfill  com¬ 
pliance  with  things  that  had  been  abufed  to  idolatry. 

All  the  exiles  were  now  come  home,  except  a  few  of  the 
Puritan  flamp  that  flayed  at  Geneva  to  finifh  their  tranflation 
of  the  Bible  begun  in  the  late  reign.  The  perfons  concerned 
in  it  were  Miles  Cover  dale,  Chrijlopher  Goodman,  John  Knox , 
Anthony  Gibbs,  Thomas  Sampfon,  Wdliam  Cole  ol  C.C.C.  Ox  on, 
and  William  Wittingham :  They  compared  Tyndal's  old  En- 
glijh  Bible  firfl  with  the  Hebrew,  and  then  with  the  beft 
modern  tranflations ;  they  divided  the  chapters  into  verfes, 
which  the  former  tranflators  had  not  done;  they  added  fome 
figures,  maps  and  tables,  and  publifhed  the  whole  in  156°* 
at  Geneva,  in  quarto,  printed  by  Rowland  Earle,  with  a 
dedication  to  the  Queen,  and  an  epiflle  to  the  reader,  dated 
April  10th,  w  hich  are  left  out  in  the  later  editions,  becaufe 
they  touched  fomewhat  feverely  upon  certain  ceremonies 
retained  in  the  church  of  England,  which  they  excited  her 
Majefly  to  remove,  as  having  a  popilh  afpeft;  and  becaufe 
the  tranflators  had  publifhed  marginal  notes,  fome  of  which 
were  thought  to  affeft  the  Queen’s  prerogative,  and  to  allow 
thefubieft  to  refill  wicked  and  tyrannical  Kings;  therefore 
when  the  proprietors  petitioned  the  fecretary  of  Hate  for 
reprinting  it  in  England  for  publick  ufe*  in  the  year  1 565? 
it  was  refufed,  and  the  impreffion  flopt,  till  after  the  death- 
of  the  archbifliop  in  the  year  1576*5  The  author  of  the 
troubles  at  Frankfort,  publifhed  in  the  year  1575,  complains 
that  “  If  the  Geneva  Bible  be  fuch  as  no  enemy  of  God 
can  juftly  find  fault  with,  then  may  men  marvel  that  fuch 
iC  a  work,  being  fo  profitable,  fhould  find  fo  fmall  favour, 
<c  as  not  to  be  printed  again.”*  The  exceptionable  notes 
were  on  Exodus  xv.  19,  where  difobedience  to  Kings  is  al¬ 
lowed.  2  Chron .  xix.  16,  where  Afa  is  cenfured  for  flopping 
fliort  at  the  depofingof  his  mother,  and  not  executing  her. 
Rev .  ix.  3,  where  the  locufls  that  come  out  of  the  imoak 
are  faid  to  be  hereticks,falfe  teachers,  worldly ,  fubtle  prelates, 

§  Life  of  Parker,  p.  206,  *  Hickman  againft  Heylin,  p.  179. 
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■with  monks,  friars,  cardinals,  patriarchs,  anhbijhops,  bijhops , 
doctors,  batchelors,  and  majlers.  But  notwithftanding  thefe 
and  iome  other  exceptionable  paffages  in  the  notes,  the  Ge- 
neva. Blble  was  reprinted  in  the  years  1576  and  1 570,  and 
was  m  fuch  repute,  that  fome  who  had  been  curious  to  fearch 
into  the  number  of  its  editions  fay,  that  by  the  Queen’s  own 
pi  mtci  s  it  was  pi  intcd  above  thirty  tunes.  However,  for  a 
prefent  fupply  Tyndal  and  Cover  dale's  tranflation  printed  in 
the  reign  of  King  Henry  VIII.  was  reviled  and  publilhed  for 
the  ufe  of  the  church  of  England ,  till  the  bilhops  Ihould 
publilh  a  more  correct  one;  which  they  had  now  undertaken. 

Together  with  the  exiles,  the  Dutch  and  German  Pro- 
tenants,,  who  in  the  reign  of  King  Edward  VI.  had  the 
church  in  AuJlinFryars  affigned  them  for  a  place  of  worlhip, 
returned  to  England  with  John  a  Eafco ,  a  Polonian ,  their 
fupei  attendant.  They  petitioned  the  Oueen  to  reflore  them 
to  their  church  and  privileges,  which "her  Majefty  declined 
for  lome  time,  becaufe  flic  would  not  admit  of  a  Jlranger  to 
be  fuperintendant  of  a  church*  within  her  bifhop’s  diocefe. 
JTo  take  off  this  objeftion  Alafco  refigned,  and  the  people 
chofe  Qrindal  bifhop  of  London  their  fuperintendant,  and 
then  the  Queen  confirmed  their  charter,  which  they  {fill 
enjoy,  though  they  never  chofe  another  fuperintendant  after 
him.  The  French  proteflants  were  alfo  reffored  to*  their 
church  in  Threadneedlejlreet ,  which  they  yet  enjoy. 

1  he  reformation  took  place  this  year  in*  Scotland,  bv  the 
preaching  of  Mr.  John  Knox,  a  bold  and  courageous  Scots 
divine,  who  fhunned  no  danger,  nor  feared  the  face  of  any 
man  in  the  caufe  of  religion.  He  had  been  a  preacher  in 
England  in  King  Edward's  time,  then  an  exile  at  Frankfort , 
and  at  laft  one  of  the  minifters  of  the  EngUJh  congregation 
at  Geneva ,  from  whence  he  arrived  at  Edinburgh,,  May  2d, 

1 5  5  9  5  being  45  years  of  age,  and  fettled  at  Perth,  but  was 
a  fort  of  evangel  ill  over  the  whole  kingdom.  He  maintained 
this  pofition,  That  if  Kings  and  Princes  ref U fed  to  reform 
religion ,  inferior  magistrates  and  the  people  being  directed  and 
injlruhfed  in  the  truth  by  their  preachers,  may  lawfully  reform 
within  their  own  bounds  themfelves ;  and  if  all  or  the  far 
grcatejl  part  he  enlightened  by  the  truth ,  they  may  make  a  pub- 
lick  reformation ,  Upon  this  principle  the  Scots  reformers 
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humbly  petitioned  the  Chieen  Dowager,  regent  for  her 
daughter  \Marf\  now  in  France ,  for  liberty  to  aflemble 
publickly  or  privately  for  prayer,  for  reading  and  explaining 


*5°  the  history  chap.  rv. 

banifhed  by  a  folemn  decree.  The  minifters  appeared  ac¬ 
cordingly,  being  attended  by  vaft  crouds  of  people  armed 
and  prepared  to  defend  them,  agreeably  to  the  cuftom 
of  Scot  land,  which  allowed  criminals  to  come  to  their  trials 
attended  with  their  relations  and  friends.  The  regent,  afto- 
niflied  at  the  fight,  prayed  John  Arejkin  to  perfuade  the  mul¬ 
titude  to  retire,  and  gave  her  parole  that  nothing  fhould  be 
decreed  againft  the  minifters  5  but  they  were  no  fooner  gone 
quietly  home  than  fire  condemned  them  for  non-appearance. 

T.  his  news  being  brought  to  Perth ,  the  burghers,  encou¬ 
raged  by  great  numbers  of  the  nobility  and  neighbouring 
gentry,  formed  an  army  of  7000  men  under  the  command 
of  the  Earl  of  Glencairne ,  for  the  defence  of  their  minifters 
againft  the  regent,  who  was  marching  with  an  army  of  French 
and  Scots  to  drive  them  out  of  their  country;  but  being- 
informed  of  the  preparation  of  the  burghers  fire  confented 
to_a  treaty,  by  which  it  was  agreed,  that  fire  fhould  be  re¬ 
ceived  with  honour  into  the  city,  and  be  buffered  to  lodge  in 
it  fome  days,  provided  file  would  promife  to  make  no  altera¬ 
tion  in  religion,  but  refer  all  to  the  parliament;  the  Scots 
forces  on  both  fides  to  be  difmiffed :  but  the  reformed  had 
no  fooner  difbanded  their  army,  and  opened  their  gates  to  the 
regent,  than  fhe  broke  all  the  articles,  fet  up  the  mafs,  and 
left  a  garrifon  of  French  in  the  town,  refolving  to  make  it 
a  place  of  arms.  Upon  this  notorious  breach  of  treaty,  as 
well  as  the  regent’s  declaration,  that  promifes  were  7iot  to  he 
kept  with  hereticks,  the  congregations  of  Fyfe,  Perth,  Dundee, 
Angus,  Mears  and  Montrofe,  raifed  a  little  army,  and  figned 
an  engagement  to  afiift  each  other  in  maintaining  the  refor¬ 
mation  with  their  lives  and  fortunes.  Mr.  Knox  encou¬ 
raged  them  by  his  fermons;  and  the  populace  being  warmed, 
pulled  down  altars  and  images,  plundered  the  monafteries, 
and  difmantled  the  churches  of  their  fuperftitious  ornaments. 
The  regent  marched  againft  them  at  the  head  of  2000  French, 
and  2000  Scots  in  French  pay;  but  being  afraid  to  venture  a 
battle  fire  retreated  to  Dunbar,  and  the  confederates  made 
themfelves  mailers  of  Perth,  Scone,  Stirling ,  and  Lithgoe. 
At  length  a  truce  was  concluded,  by  which  the  minifters  of 
the  congregation  had  liberty  to  preach  in  the  pulpits  of  Edin¬ 
burgh  for  the  prefent;  but  the  regent,  having  foon  after  re¬ 
ceived 
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ceived  lar<*e  recruits  from  France ,  repolfelfed  lierfelf  of  Leith , 
and  ordered  it  to  be  fortified,  and  ftored  with  all  neceffary 
provifions;  the  confederates  defired  her  to  demolifh  the 
works,  alledging  it  to  be  a  violation  of  the  truce;  but  fhe 
commanded  them  upon  their  allegiance  to  be  quiet  and  lay 
down  their  arms;  and  marching  dire&ly  to  Edinburgh ,  file 
obliged  them  to  defert  the  city  and  retire  to  Stirling ,  whither 
the  French  troops  followed  them,  and  difpcrfid  them  into 
the  mountains.  In  this  low  condition  they  pubhfhed  a 
proclamation,  difcharging  the  regent  of  her  authority,  and 
threatening  to  treat  as  enemies  all  that  obeyed  hci  ordeis; 
but  not  being  able  to  hand  their  ground,  they  threw  them- 
felves  into  the  arms  of  Queen  Elizabeth ;  who,  being  fenlible 
of  the  danger  of  the  Proteflant  religion,  and  of  her  own 
crown,  if  Scotland  fliould  become  entirely  popifli,  under 
the  Government  of  a  Q^ueen  of  Eiance,  who  churned  the 
crown  of  England ,  entered  into  an  alliance  to  fuppoit  the 
confederate  Proteff ants  in  their  religion  and  civil  libeities, 
and  figned  the  treaty  at  Berwick,  Feb.  27,  1560. 

Among  other  articles  of  this  treaty  it  was  ftipulated, 
that  the  Queen  fliould  fend  forces  into  Scotland,  to  continue 
there  till  Scotland  was  reftored  to  its  liberties  and  privileges, 
and  the  French  driven  out  of  the  kingdom.  Accordingly 
her  Majefty  fent  an  army  of  7000  foot,  and  1 200  horfe,  which 
joined  the  confederate  army  of  like  force.*  '1  his  army  was 
afterwards  reinforced  by  a  large  detachment  from  the  northern 
inarches,  under  the  command  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk-,  after 
which  they  took  the  city  of  Leith,  and  obliged  the  queen 
regent  to  fiiut  herfelf  up  in  the  caftle  of  Edinburgh,  where 
file  died  June  10th.  The  French  offered  to  reftore  Calais, 
if  the  Queen  would  recal  her  forces  from  Scotland-,  but  file 
refufed.  At  length  the  troubles  of  France  requiring  all 
their  forces  at  home,  plenipotentiaries  were  fent  into  Scot¬ 
land  to  treat  with  Elizabeth  about  withdrawing  the  French 
forces  out  of  that  kingdom,  and  reftoring  the  Scots  to  their 
parliamentary  government.  I  he  treaty  was  concluded  the 
beginning  of  "Auguft,  whereby  a  general  amnefty  was 
.granted;  the  Englijh  and  French  forces  were  to  withdraw 


*  Rapin,  vol.  viii.  p.  271, 
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111  months,  and  a  parliament  to  be  called  with  all  con. 
vtment  fpeed,  to  fettle  the  affairs  of  religion  and  the  king, 
dorn;  but  Francis  and  Mary  refufed  to  ratify  it.  * 

Before  the  parliament  met  Francis  died,  and  left  Man 
qtieen  of  Scots  a  young  widow.  The  late  treaty  not  being 
ratified,  the  parliament  had  no  direft  authority  from  the 
crown,  but  affembled  by  virtue  of  the  late  treaty,  and  re¬ 
ceived  the  following  petitions  from  the  barons  and  gentler 
men  concerning  religion:  6 

..  /•  “  That  the  doftrines  of  the  Roman  church  fhould  be 

fuppreffed  by  aft  of  parliament,  in  thofe  exceptionable 
points  therein  mentioned. 

2.  “  That  the  difcipline  of  the  ancient  church  be 
revived. 

-  „ “  ^hat  the  pope’s  ufurped  authority  be  difcharged.” 
All  which  was  voted,  and  the  minifters  were  defired  to 
draw  up  a  confeffion  of  faith,  which  they  expreffed  in  2  e 
ankles,  agreeable  to  the  fentimen.s  of  Calvin,  and the 
foreign  reformers.  _  The  confeffion  being  read  in  parliament 
was  carried  but  with  three  diffenting  voices;  the  popifh  pre¬ 
lates  offering  nothing  in  defence  of  their  religion. 

By  another  aft  the  pope’s  authority  was  abolifhed,  and 
reading  rnafs  was  made  puniffable,  for  the  firit  offence  with 
lofs  of  goods;  for  the  lecond  banilhment;  and  for  the  third 
death.  This  was  carrying  matters  too  far;  for  to  jud<m 
men  to  death  for  matters  of  mere  confcience  that  do  not'effefl 
the  government,  is  not  to  be  juflified.  “  To  affirm  that 
“  we  are  in  the  right,  and  others  in  the  wrong  (fays  Mr. 
“  Collier *)  is  foreign  to  the  point;  for  every  one  that  fuffers 
“  for  religion  thinks  himfelf  in  the  right,  and  therefore 
ought  not  to  be  deffroyed  for  his  fincerity,  for  the  preju¬ 
dices  of  education,  or  the  want  of  abetter  underflanding, 
“  unlefs  his  opinions  have  mutiny  and  treafon  in  them,  and 
“  fhake  the  foundations  of  civil  fociety.” 

Iipon  the  breaking  up  of  the  parliament  a  commiffion 
was  direfled  to  Mr.  Knox ,  Willock,  Spotifwood,  and  fome 
other  divines,  to  draw  up  a  fcheme  of  difcipline  for  the 
church,  which  they  did  pretty  much  upon  the  Geneva  plan. 


*  Collier’s  Eccl.  Hill.  p.  468. 
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only  admitting  fuperintendants  in  the  room  of  bifhops,  and 
rejecting  impofition  of  hands  in  the  ordination  of  mini¬ 
fters,  becaufe  that  miracles  were  ceafed,  which  they  appre¬ 
hended  to  accompany  that  ceremony.  Their  words  are 
thefe  “  Other  ceremonies  than  the  publick  approbation 

of  the  people,  and  declaration  of  the  chief  minilter,  that 
u  the  perfon  there  prefented  is  appointed  to  ferve  the  church, 
*c  we  cannot  approve;  for  albeit  the  apoftles  ufed  impofition 
“  of  hands,  yet  feeing  the  miracle  is  ceafed,  the  ufmg  of 
fc  the  ceremony  we  judge  not  neceffary.”  They  alfo  ap¬ 
pointed  ten  or  twelve  fuperintendants  to  plant  and  ereft  kirks, 
and  to  appoint  minifters  in  fuch  counties  as  fliould  be  com¬ 
mitted  to  their  care,  where  there  were  none  already.  But 
then  they  add,  thefe  men  mull  not  live  like  idle  bifhops,  but 
muff  preach  themfelves  twice  or  ^Lirice  a  week,  and  vifit 
their  diftri&s  every  three  or  four  months,  to  iiifpect  the 
lives  and  behaviour  of  the  parochial  minifters,  to  redrefs 
grievances,  or  bring  them  before  an  aflembly  of  the  kirk.’ 
The  fuperintendants  were  to  be  chofen  by  the  minifters  and 
elders  of  the  feveral  provinces;  and  to  be  deprived  by  them 
for  mifbehaviour.  The  aflemblies  of  the  kirk  were  divided 
into  claffical,  provincial,  and  national,  in  which  laft  the  der¬ 
nier  refort  of  all  kirk  jurifdiftion  was  lodged. 

When  this  plan  of  difcipline  was  laid  before  the  eftates, 
it  was  referred  to  further  confideration,  and  had  not  a  par¬ 
liamentary  fancbon,  as  the  reformers  expe&ed.  But  after 
the  recefs  of  the  parliament  feveral  noblemen,  barons,  and 
chief  gentlemen  of  the  nation,  met  together  at  the  inftancc 
of  Mr.  Knox ,  and  figned  it,  refolving  to  abide  by  the  new 
difcipline,  till  it  fliould  be  confirmed  or  altered  by  parliament. 
From  this  time  the  old  hierarchical  government  wras  difufed, 
and  the  kirk  was  governed  by  general,  provincial,  and  claffical 
affemblies,  with  fuperintendants,  though  there  was  no  law  for 
it,  till  fome  years  after. 

To  return  to  England .  The  popiffi  bifhops  behaved 
rudely  towards  the  Queen  and  her  new  bifhops.  They  ad- 
monifhed  her  Majefty  by  letter  to  return  to  the  religion  -of 
her  anceftors,  and  threatened  her  with  the  cenfures  of  the 

*  Firft  Book  of  Difcipline,  p.  31. 
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church,  in  cafe  fhe  refufed.  This  not  prevailing,  Pope  Pius , 
IVth  himfelf  exhorted  her  by  letter,  dated  May  5,  1 570,  to 
rejeft  evil  counfellors,  and  obey  his  fatherly  admonitions, 
alluring  her,  that  if  fhe  would  return  to  the  bofom  of  the 
church,  he  would  receive  her  with  like  affectionate  love  as 
the  father  in  the  gofpel  received  his  fon.  Parpalioy  the 
.nuncio  that  was  fent  with  this  letter,  offered  in  the  pope's 
name  to  confirm  the  Englijh  liturgy,  to  allow  of  the  facra- 
ment  in  both  kinds,  and  to  difannul  the  fentence  againft  her 
mother’s  marriage;  but  the  Queen  would  not  part  with  her 
Supremacy. %  Another  nuncio,  the  Abbot  Martmegues ,  was 
lent  this  fummer  with  other  propofals,  but  was  ftopt  in 
Flanders  and  forbid  to  fet  foot  in  the  realm.  The  Emperor 
and  other  Roman  Catholick  princes,  interceded  with  the 
Queen  to  grant  her  fubjefts  of  their  religion  churches  to 
officiate  in  after  their  own  manner,  and  to  keep  up  a  feparate 
communion;  but  her  Majefty  was  too  politick  to  truft  them; 
upon  which  they  entered  upon  more  defperate  meafures,  as 
will  be  feen  hereafter.  |j 

Archbifhop  Parker  vifited  his  diocefe  this  fummer,  and 
found  it  in  a  deplorable  condition;  the  major  part  of  the 
beneficed  clergy  being  either  mechanicks  or  mafs  priefls  in 
difguife;  many  churches  were  fhut  up,  and  in  thofe  that  were 
open  not  a  fermon  was  to  be  heard  in  fome  counties  within 
the  compafs  of  twenty  miles;  the  people  perifhed  for  lack  of 
knowledge ,  while  men  who  were  capable  of  inftrufting  them 
were  kept  out  of  the  church,  or  at  leaft  denied  all  prefer¬ 
ment  in  it.  But  the  Queen  was  not  fo  much  concerned  for 
this,  as  for  maintaining  her  fupremacy\  his  grace  therefore, 
by  her  order,  drew  up  a  form  of  fubfeription  to  be  made 
by  all  that  held  any  ecclefiallical  preferment,!  wherein  they 
acknowledge  and  confefs,  “  That  the  reftoring  the  fupre- 
cc  macy  to  the  crown,  and  the  abolifhing  all  foreign  power; 

<c  as  well  as  the  adminiflration  of  the  facraments  according 
to  the  book  of  common  prayer,  and  the  Queen’s  injunc- 

•i  * 

§  Foxes  and  Firebrands,  part  iii.  p.  15,  18. 

“  Elizabeth,  as  Dr.  Warner  exprefles  it,  was  not  to  be  won  with  either 
r£  threats  or  entreaties  to  part  with  her  fupremacy;  of  which  fhe  was  as 
44  fond  as  the  King  her  father.”  Ed. 

||  Strype’s  Ann.  p.  408.  f  Life  of  Parker,  p.  77. 
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«  tjons  ;s  agreeable  to  the  word  of  God  and  the  practice 
«  Qf  t}’e  primitive  church.  Which  moll  that  favoured  the 
reformation,  as  well  as  great  numbers  of  time-ferving  priefts, 
complied  with ;  but  fome  refufed  and  were  deprived. 

The  next  thing  the  archbilhop  undertook  was,  fettling 
the  kalendar,  and  the  order  of  leffons  to  be  read  throughout 
the  year,  which  his  grace ,  as  one  of  the  ecclefiaftical  com- 
miffioners,  procured  letters  under  the  great  feal  to  reform.* 
Before  this  time  it  was  left  to  the  difcretion  of  the  minifter 
to  change  the  chapters  to  be  read  in  courfe  for  fome  others 
that  were  more  for  edification ;  and  even  after  this  new  re¬ 
gulation  the  bilhops  recommended  it;  for  in  the  preface  to 
the  fecond  book  of  homilies  publilhed  in  the  year  1564, 
there  is  a  ferious  admonition  to  all  minifters  ecclefiaftical,  to  be 
diligent  and  faithful  in  their  high  functions;  in  which,  among 
others,  is  this  remarkable  inilruction  to  the  curates  or  mi¬ 
nifters. §  “  If  one  or  other  chapter  of  the  Old  Teftament 

“  falls  in  order  to  be  read  on  Sundays  or  holidays,  it  (hall 
“  be  well  done  to  fpend  your  time  to  confider  well  of  fome 
“  other  chapter  in  the  New  Teftament  of  more  edification, 
«  for  which  it  may  be  changed.  By  this  your  prudence 
<c  and  diligence  in  your  office  will  appear,  fo  that  your  people 
“  may  have  caufe  to  glorify  God  for  you,  and  be  the 

readier  to  embrace  your  labours.”  If  this  indulgence 
had  been  continued,  one  confiderable  difficulty  to  the 
Puritans  had  been  removed,  viz.  their  obligation  to  read  the 
Apochrypha  leffons;  and  furely  there  could  be  no  great 
danger  in  this,  when  the  minifter  was  confined  within  the 
canon  of  feripture. 

But  this  liberty  was  not  long  permitted,  though,  the 
admonition  being  never  legally  reverfed,  archbilhop  Abbot 
was  of  opinion,  that  it  was  in  force  in  his  time,  and  ought 
to  have  been  allowed  the  clergy  throughout  the  courfe  of 
this  reign. |  His  words  are  thefe,  in  his  book  entitled,  HilTs 
Reafons  unmaJPd ,  p.  317.  “  It  is  not  only  permitted  to  the 

minifter,  but  recommended  to  him,  if  wifely  and  quietly 
cc  he  do  read  canonical  feripture,  where  the  Apocrypha 
^  upon  good  judgment  feemeth  not  fo  fit;  or  any  chapter 


f  M.  S.  penes  me,  p.  88.  §  Life  of  Parker,  p.  84. 

f  Strype’s  Annals,  p.  117, 
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“  of  the  canonical  may  be  conceived  not  to  have  in  it  fo 
t  much  edification  before  the  fimple,  as  lome  other  parts  of 
“  the  fame  canonical  fcriptures  may  be  thought  to  have.” 
But  the  governing  billiops  were  of  another  mind,  they  would 
trull  nothing  to  the  difcretion  of  the  minifter,  nor  vary  a 
tittle  from  the  acl  of  uniformity. 

Hitherto  there  were  few  or  no  peculiar  lellons  for  holidays 
and  particular  Sundays,  but  the  chapters  of  the  Old  and  New 
I  eflament  were  read  in  courfe,  without  any  interruption  or 
variation)  fo  it  is  in  the  common  prayer  book  of  1549,  Fol.\ 
In  the  fecond  edition  of  that  book  under  King  Edward  VI. 
theie  were  proper  leffons  for  fome  few  holidays,  but  none  for 
Sundays;  but  now  there  was  a  table  of  proper  leffons  for 
the  whole  year,  thus  entitled,  Proper  leffons  to  be  read  for  the 
fir  ft  leffon ,  both  at  morning  and  evening  prayer ,  on  the  Sundays 
throughout  1  he  year ;  and  for  fame  alfo  the  fecond  leffons.  It 
begins  with  the  Sundays  of  Advent ,  and  appoints  Ifa.  i. 
for  mattens,  and  Ifa.  ii.  for  even-fong.  There  is  another 
table  for  proper  leffons  on  holidays,  beginning  with  St. 
Andrew ;  and  a  third  table  for  proper pfalms  on  certain  days, 
as  Chriftmas ,  Eajler,  Afcenfon ,  Whitfunday ,  &c.  At  the 
end  of  this  common  prayer-book,  printed  by  Jug  and  Ca- 
wooff  1560,  were  certain  prayers  for  private  and  family  ufe, 
which  in  the  later  editions  are  either  fhortened  or  left  out. 
Mr,  Strype  cannot  account  for  this  conduct,  but  fays,  it  was 
great  pity  that  the  people  were  disfurnifhed  of  thofe  affilt- 
ances  they  fo  munh  wanted;  but  the  defign  feems  to  have 
been,  to  confine  all  devotion  to  the  church,  and  to  give  no 
liberty  to  clergy  or  laity,  even  in  their  clofets  or  families,  to 
vary  from  the  publick  forms.  An  admonition  was  publifhed 
at  the  fame  time,  and  fet  up  in  all  churches,  forbidding  all 
parfons  under  the  degree  of  a  mailer  of  arts,  to  preach  or 
expound  the  fcriptures,  or  to  innovate  or  alter  any  thing, 
or  ufe  any  other  rite  but  only  what  is  fet  forth  by  authority; 
thefe  were  only  to  read  the  homilies.*  And  whereas  by 
reafon  of  the  fcarcity  of  minifters,  the  bilhops  had  admitted 
into  the  minillry  fundry  artificers,  and  others  not  brought 
up  to  learning,  and  fome  that  were  of  bafe  occupation,  it  was 

1  I.ife  of  Parker,  p.  83,  *  Life  of  Parker,  p.  90. 

now 


CHAP.  IV. 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


*57 

now  defined,  that  no  more  tradefmen  fhould  be  ordained,  till 
the  convocation  met  and  took  fome  better  order  in  this  affair. 

But  it  was  impoffible  to  comply  with  this  admonition;  for 
fo  many  churches  in  country  towns  and  villages  were  va¬ 
cant,  that  in  fome  places  there  was  no  preaching,  nor  fo 
much  as  reading  au  homily,  for  many  months  together.  In 
fundry  parifhes  it  was  hard  to  find  perfons  to  baptize  or  bury 
the  dead;  the  bifliops  therefore  were  obliged  to  admit  of 
pluralifts,  non-refidents,  civilians,  and  to  ordain  fuch  as  of¬ 
fered  themfelves,  how  meanly  foever  they  were  qualified, 
while  others  who  had  fome  fcruples  about  conformity,  flood 
by  unprovided  for;  the  learned  and  induftrious  Mr.  John 
Fox  the  martyrologifl  was  of  this  number,  for  in  a  letter  to 
his  friend  Dr.  Humphreys ,  lately  chofen  prefident  of  Mag¬ 
dalen  College,  Oxon ,  he  writes  thus,  “  I  Hill  wear  the  fame 
“  clothes,  and  remain  in  the  fame  fordid  condition  that 
“  England  received  me  in,  when  I  firft  came  home  out  of 
cc  Germany ,  nor  do  I  change  my  degree  or  order,  which 
“  is  that  of  the  mendicants ;  or  if  you  will,  of  the  friars 
“preachers  ”  Thus  pleafantly  did  this  grave  and  learned 
divine  reproach  the  ingratitude  of  the  times.  The  Puritans 
complained  of  thefe  hardfhips  to  the  Queen,  but  there  was 
no  remedv. 

j 

The  two  universities  could  give  little  or  no  affiffance  to 
the  reformers;  for  the  profeffors  and  tutors,  being  of  the 
popifli  religion,  had  trained  up  the  youth  in  their  own 
principles  for  the  laff  fix  or  feven  years.  Some  of  the  heads 
of  colleges  were  difplaced  this  fummer,  and  Proteflants  put 
in  their  roon ;  but  it  was  a  long  time  before  they  could  luppiy 
the  neceffi-ties  of  the  church.  There  were  only  three  pro- 
tellant  preachers  in  the  univerfity  of  Oxford  in  the  year 
1563,  and  they  were  all  Puritans,  viz.  Dr.  Humphreys,  Mr. 
Kings  mill,  and  Mr.  Sampfon\  and  though  by  the  next  year 
the  clergy  were  fo  modelled,  that  the  bifliops  procured  a 
convocation  that  favoured  the  reformation,  yet  they* were 

fuch  poor  fcholars  that  many  of  them  could  hardly  write 
their  names. 

Indeed  the  reformation  went  heavily  on.  The  Queen 
could  fcarcely  be  perfuaded  to  part  with  images,  nor  confent 
to  the  marriage  of  the  clergy;  for  file  commanded  that  no 

head 
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head  or  member  of  any  collegiate  or  cathedral  church, 
fliould  bring  a  wife  or  any  other  woman  within  the  precinfts 
of  it,  to  abide  in  the  fame,  on  pain  of  forfeiture  of  all  eccle- 
liaftical  promotions  :*  And  her  Majelty  would  have  ahfolutely 
forbid  the  marriage  of  all  her  clergy,  if  Secretary  Cecil  had 
not  brifkly  interpofed.  She  repented  that  (lie  had  made  any 
married  menbiffiops;  and  told  the  archbifhop  in  anger,  that 
flie  intended  to  publifh  other  injunctions,  which  his  grace 
underhood  to  be  in  favour  of  Popery,  upon  which  the 
archbifhop  wrote  to  the  fecretary,  that  he  was  forry  the 
Queen's  mind  was  fo  turned;  but  in  fuch  a  cafe  he  fliould 
think  it  his  duty  to  obey  God  rather  than  man .  Upon  the 
whole,  the  Queen  was  io  far  from  improving  her  brothers 
reformation,  that  file  often  repented  Ihe  had  gone  fo  far.§ 
Her  Maj city’s  fecond  parliament  met  the  12th  of  January 
1562,  in  which  a  remarkable  aft  was  paffed ,  for  affurance  of 
the  Queen’s  royal  power  over  all  Jlates  and  fubj eels  within 
her  dominions.  It  was  a  confirmation .  of  the  aft  of  fupre- 
macy.  cc  All  perfons  that  by  writing,  printing,  preaching 
<c  or  teaching,  maintained  the  pope’s  authority  within  this 
realm,  incurred  a  praemunire  for  the  firft  offence,  and  the 
fecond  was  high  treafon.  The  oath  of  fupremacy  was  to  be 
taken  by  all  in  holy  orders,  by  all  graduates  in  the  univer- 
66  fities,  lawyers,  fchoolmafters,  and  all  other  officers  of  any 
court  whatfoever;  and  by  all  knights,  citizens  and  burgeffes 
“  in  parliament.”!  But  the  archbifhop  by  the  Queen’s 
order  wrote  to  the  bifliops,  not  to  tender  the  oath  but  in 
cafe  of  neceffity,  and  never  to  prefs  it  a  fecond  time  without 
his  fpecial  direftion;  io  that  none  of  the  popifh  bilhops  or 
divines  were  burdened  with  it,  except  Bonner  and  one  or 
two  more. 

*  Life  of  Parker,  p.  107,  109. 

§  Of  this  Dr.  Warner  gives  the  following  inltances:  When  the  dean  of 
St.  Paul’s,  in  a  fermon  at  court,  fpoke  with  fome  diftike  of  the  fign  of 
thecrofs,  her  Majefty  called  aloud  to  him  from  her  clofet,  commanding  him 
to  defift  from  that  ungodly  digreftion,  and  to  return  to  his  text.  At  ano¬ 
ther  time  when,  one  of  her  chaplains  preached  a  fermon  on  Good-Friday* 
in  defence  of  the  real  prefence,  which  without  guefting  at  her  fentiments, 
he  would  fcarce  have  ventured  on,  fhe  openly  gave  him  thanks  for  his  pains 
and  piety.  Ecclefiaftical  Hiftory,  vol.  ii.  p.  427,  £d. 

f  Life  of  Parker,  p.  126. 
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The  convocation  Was  opened  at  St.  Paul' s  the  day  after 
the  meeting  of  the  parliament.  Mr.  Day ,  provoft  of  Eaton , 
preached  the  fermon,  and  Alexander  Nowel ,  dean  of  St. 
Paul’s,  was  cholen  prolocutor.  Her  Majefly  having  directed 
letters  of  licence  to  review  the  doftrine  and  difcipline  of  the 
church,  they  began  with  the  do&rine,  and  reduced  the  42 
articles  of  King  Edward  VI.  to  the  number  of  39,  as  at 
prefent,  the  following  articles  being  omitted:  Article  39. 
The  refurredion  of  the  dead  is  not  faffed  already.  Art.  40. 
The  fouls  of  men  deceafed  do  neither  pcrifh  with  their  bodies 
nor  fleep  idly.  Art.  41.  Of  the  millenarians.  Art.  42.  All 
men  not  to  be  faved  at  laft.  Some  of  the  other  articles  un¬ 
derwent  a  new  divifion,  two  being  joined  into  one,  and  in 
other  parts  one  is  divided  into  two;  but  there  is  no  remark¬ 
able  variation  in  the  doctrine,  j- 

It  has  been  warmly  difputed,  whether  the  firft  claufe  of 
the  20th  article,  The  church  has  power  to  decree  rites  and 
ceremonies ,  and  authority  in  controverfies  of  faith ,  was  a  part  of 
the  article  which  palled  the  fynod,  and  was  afterwards  con¬ 
firmed  by  parliament  in  the  year  1571.  It  is  certain  that 
it  is  not  among  King  Edward’s  articles;  nor  is  it  in  that 
original  manufcript  of  the  articles  fubfcribed  by  both  houfes 
of  convocation  with  their  own  hands,  dill  preferved  in 
Bene’t  college  library  among  the  red  of  archbidtop  Parker’s 
papers.  The  records  of  this  convocation  were  burnt  in 
the  fire  of  Lotidon ,  fo  that  there  is  no  appealing  to  them; 
but  archbifhop  Laud  fays,  that  he  fent  to  the  publick  re¬ 
cords  in  his  office,  and  the  notary  returned  him  the  20th 
article  with  the  claufe;  and  that  afterwards  he  found  the 
book  of  articles  fubfcribed  by  the  lower  houfe  of  convoca- 


f  The  eighth  article  of  Edward  VI.  had  a  claufe  imputing  to  the  Ana- 
baptifts  as  well  as  the  Pelagians,  the  opinion  that  original  fin  confided  in 
following  of  Adam :  In  this  revilal  of  the  articles  the  part  of  the  claufe 
charging  the  Anabaptifts  with  that  opinion  was  left  out.  That  article 
concerning  baptifm  dated  alfo  the  grounds  of  adminidering  that  rite  to 
infants  in  this  manner:  “  The  cuftom  of  the  church  for  baptizing  young 
“  children  is  both  to  be  commended,  and  by  all  means  to  be  retained  in 
<c  the  church.”  It  feems  by  this  that  the  firfi  reformers  did  not  found  the 
practice  of  infant-baptifm  upon  fcripture;  but  took  it  only  as  a  com¬ 
mendable  cudom,  that  had  been  ufed  in  the  Chridian  church,  and  therefore 
ought  to  be  retained.  Crolby’s  Hidory  of  the  Englifn  Baptids,  vol.  i.  p.  5  4. 

tion 
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tion  1111571.,  with  the  claufe.  Heylin  fays,  that  he  con- 
iulted  the  records  of  convocation,  and  that  the  contefted 
claufe  was  in  the  book;  and  yet  Fuller ,  a  much  fairer  writer. 
Who  had  the  liberty  of  pending  the  fame  records,  declares 
he  could  not  decide  the  controverfy.j  The  faft  is  this: 
The  ftatute  of  1571,  exprelly  confirms  Englijh  articles  com- 
pi  ifed  in  an  iinpnnted  book,  entitled,  Articles ,  whereupon 
it  was  agi  eed  by  the  arc  buij hops  and  bijhops  of  both  provinces , 
and  the  whole  clergy  in  the  convocation  holden  at  London  in 
the  year  1562,  according  to  the  computation  of  the  church  of 
England,  foi  the  avoiding  diverfty  of  opinions ,  and  for  the 
eftabUfhing  of  confent  touching  true  religion:  Put  forth  by  the 
Queen’s  authority.  Now  there  were  only  two  editions  of  the 
articles  in  Englifh  before  this  time,  both  which  have  the 
fame  numerical  title  with  that  tranfcribed  in  the  ftatute,  and 
both  (fays  my  author)  want  the  claufe  of  the  church’s  power. 
But  Mr.  Strype ,  in  his  life  of  archbilhop  Parker ,  fays,  that 
the  claufe  is  to  be  found  in  two  printed  copies  of  1^63, 
which  I  believe  very  few  have  feen.§  However,  till  the 
original  MS.  abovementioned  can  be  fet  afide,  which  is 
carefully  marked  as  to  the  number  of  pages,  and  the  number 
of  lines  and  articles  in  each  page,  it  feems  more  probable 
that  the  claufe  was  feme  way  or  other  furrep'titioufly  inferted 
by  thofe  who  were  friends  of  the  church’s  power,  than 
(truck  out  by  the  Puritans ,  as  Laud  and  his  followers  have 
publifhed  to  the  world;  for  it  is  hard  to  fuppofe,  that  a  foul 
copy  as  this  is  pretended  to  be.  111 011  Id  be  fo  carefully  marked 
and  fubferibed  by  every  member  of  the  fynod  with  their 
own  hands,  and  yet  not  be  perfeft;  but  ’tis  not  improbable 
that  the  notary  or  regifter,  who  tranfcribed  the  articles  into 
the  convocation  book,  with  the  names  of  them  that  lub- 


t  Church  Hiftory,  b.  ix.  p.  74. 

§  The  celebrated  Mr.  Anthony  Collins  difcufTed  the  quefUon  concerning 
the  genuinenefs of  this  claufe,  in  feveral  publications;  and  profefted  to  de- 
monftrate  that  it  was  not  a  part  cf  the  articles  agreed  on  by  the  convoca¬ 
tions  of  1562  and  1571.  His  hrft  pamphlet  was  entitled  “  Prieftcraft in 
Perfection.”  Its  appearance 'gave  a  general  alarm  to  the  clergy;  and  a. 
variety  of  pamphlets,  fermons,  and  larger  works,  in  reply  to  it,  ifliied  forth 
from  the  prefs.  The  two  principal  of  which  Mr.  Collins  anfwered  in  1724, 
in  “  An  liiflorical  and  critical  eflay  on  the  39  articles  of  the  church  of 
England  A  See  Bfitiih  Biography,  VoLix.  p.275,  278,  Ed. 
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fcribed,  might  by  direction  of  his  fuperiors  privately  infert 
it;  andfo  it  might  appear  in  the  records  of  1571,  though 
it  was  not  in  the  original  draught/*  The  controverfy  is  of 
no  great  moment  to  the  prefent  clergy,  becaufe  it  is  certain, 
the  claufe  was  a  part  of  the  article  confirmed  by  parliament 
at  the  reftoration  of  King  Charles  II.  1662;  though  how 
far  it  was  confident  with  the  aft  of  fupremacy,  which  lodged 
the  ultimate  power  of  determining  matters  of  faith  and  dis¬ 
cipline  in  the  crown,  I  mud  leave  with  the  reader.  The 
fynod  itfelf  feemed  to  be  apprehenfive  of  the  danger  of  a 
Praemunire,  and  therefore  after  their  names  tliefe  words 
were  cautioudy  added,  Ifta  fubfcriptio  faPta  ejl  ab  omnibus 
fub  hac  Protejlatione ,  quod  nihil  Jl at uunt  in  prajudicium 
cujufquam  fenatus  confulti ,  fed  tantum  fupplicejn  libellum 
petitiones  fuas  continent em  humiliter  offerunt :  i.  e.  This  fub- 
fcription  is  made  by  all  with  this  protedation,  that  they  de¬ 
termine  nothing  in  prejudice  of  any  aft  of  parliament,  bur 
only  humbly  offer  this  little  book  to  the  Queen  or  parlia¬ 
ment,  containing  their  requeds  and  petitions. 

The  articles  were  concluded,  and  the  fubfcription  finidied, 
in  the  Chapter-Houfe  of  St.  Paul9 s,  Jan.  31,  1562,  in  the  9th 
fedion  of  convocation^  All  the  bifhops  fublcribed,  except 
Glocejler  and  Rochefter ,  who  I  believe  were  abfent.  Of 
the  Lower  Iioufe  there  were  upwards  of  an  hundred  hands ; 
but  whatever  their  learning  was,  many  of  them  wrote  fo  ill 
that  it  was  hard  to  read  their  names.  Among  the  fubfcribers 
are  feveral  of  the  learned  exiles,  who  were  didatisfied  with 
the  conditution;  as,  the  Reverend  Mr.  Befeley ,  Watts ,  Cole, 
Mullyns ,  Sampfon ,  Pullan ,  Spencer ,  Wifdom ,  Nowel ,  Heton , 
Beaumont ,  Pedder ,  Lever ,  Pownal ,  Wilfon ,  Croley,  and  others. 
But  the  articles  did  not  pafs  into  a  law,  and  become  a  part  of 
the  edablifhment,  till  nine  years  after,  though  feme  of  the 
more  rigid  bilhops  of  the  ecclefiadical  commidion  infilled 
upon  fubfcription  from  this  time. 

The  next  confiderable  adair  that  came  under  debate,  was 
the  rites  and  ceremonies  of  the  church;  and  here,  fird 

Bifiiop  Sandy s  brought  in  a  paper  of  advice  to  move  her 
Majedy, 


VoL.  I. 
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44  i  hat  private  baptifm,  and  baptifm  by  women,  may  be 
“  taken  out  of  the  common  prayer-book.  That  the  crofs 
“  in  baptifm  may  be  difallowed  as  needlefs  and  fuperftitious. 
44  That  commiffioners  may  be  appointed  to  reform  the  eccle- 
44  fiaftical  laws.’’ 

Another  paper  was  prefented  to  the  houfe  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requefts,  figned  by  thirty-three  names. 

44  That  the  pfalms  may  be  fung  diftinftly  by  the  whole 
44  congregation;  and  that  organs  may  be  laid  afide.  That 
44  none  may  baptize  but  minifters;  and  that  they  may  leave 
44  off  the  llgn  of  the  crofs.  That  at  the  miniftration  of  the 
44  communion  the  pofture  of  kneeling  may  be  left  indifferent. 
44  That  the  ufe  of  copes  and  furplices  may  betaken  away; 
44  fo  that  all  minifters  in  their  miniftry  ufe  a  grave,  comely, 
44  and  fide  garment,  as  they  commonly  do  in  preaching. 
44  That  minifters  be  not  compelled  to  wear  fuch  gowns  and 
44  caps,  as  the  enemies  of  Chrift’s  gofpel  have  chofen  to 
44  be  the  fpecial  array  of  their  priefthood.  That  the  words 
44  in  the  33d  article,  concerning  the  puniftiment  of  thofe 
44  who  do  not  in  all  things  conform  to  the  publick  order 
44  about  ceremonies,  may  be  mitigated.  That  all  the  faints 
44  days,  feftivals,  and  holidays,  bearing  the  name  of  a  creature, 
44  maybe  abrogated;  or  at  leaft  a  commemoration  only  of 
44  them  referved  by  fermons,  homilies,  or  common  prayer, 
44  for  the  better  inftrufting  the  people  in  hiftory;  and  that 
44  after  fervice  men  may  go  to  work/’ 

I  have  fubjoined  the  names  of  the  fubfcribers  to  this 
paper,  that  the  reader  may  take  notice  what  confiderable 
perfons  they  were  for  learning  and  ability,  as  wrell  as  num¬ 
bers,  that  defired  a  further  reformation  in  the  church.f 

This 


p  Alexander  Newel,  dean  of  St. 

Paul' s,  and  prolocutor 
Samp/on,  dean  of  Chrijl  Church , 
(jxon 

Lawrence  Now  el,  dean  of  Litchfield 

Eifis ,  dean  of  Hereford 

Day,  provoft  of  Eaton 

Dodds ,  dean  of  Exon 

Mullins j  archdeacon  of  Loudon 

Pull  an,  archdeacon  of  Colchefter 


( 

Lever,  archdeacon  of  Coventry 
Bemont,  archdeacon  of  Huntingdon 
Spencer ,  archdeacon  of  Chichefler 
Croley,  archdeacon  of  Hereford 
Heton,  archdeacon  of  Glocefer 
Rogers,  archdeacon  of  St.  Afaph 
Kemp,  archdeacon  of  St.  Albans 
Prat,  archdeacon  of  St.  Davids 
Longland ,  archdeacon  of  Bucks 
Watts ,  archdeacon  of  MiddleJ'ex . 

Calfhil, 
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This  paper  not  being  approved,  another  was  brought  into 
the  Lower  Houfe  Feb.  13,  containing  the  following  articles 
to  be  approved  or  reje&ed.* 

“  That  all  Sundays  in  the  year,  and  principal  feafts  of 

“  Chrift,  be  kept  holidays ;  and  that  all  other  holidays  be 

“  abrogated.  That  in  all  parifh  churches  the  minifter  in 

“  the  common  prayer  turn  his  face  towards  the  people,  and 

“  there  read  diftin&ly  the  fervice  appointed,  that  the  people 

may  hear  and  be  edified.  Fhat  in  baptifm  the  crofs  may 

be  omitted,  as  tending  to  fuperftition.  Forafmuch  as 

“  divers  communicants  are  not  able  to  kneel  for  age  and 

“  ficknefs  at  the  facrament,  and  others  kneel  and  knock  fu- 

“  perftitioufly,  that  therefore  the  order  of  kneeling  may 

“  be  left  to  the  difcretion  of  the  ordinary.  That  it  be 

“  fufficient  for  the  minifter  in  time  of  faying  divine  fervice, 

“  and  miniftering  of  the  facraments  (once)  to  wear  a  furplice; 

“  and  that  no  minifter  fay  fervice,  or  minifter  the  facraments^ 

“  but  in  a  comely  garment  or  habit.  That  the  ufe  of  organs 
“  be  removed.” 


Thefe  propofitions  were  the  fubjeft  of  warm  debates; 
fome  approving,  and  others  rejecting  them.  In  conclufion’ 
the  Houfe  being  divided,  it  appeared  upon  the  fcrutiny,  that 
the  majority  of  thofe  prefent  were  for  approving  them,  43 
againft  35;  but  when  the  proxies  were  counted,  the  fcale 
Was  turned;  thofe  who  were  for  the  propofitions  being  58, 
and  thofe  againft:  them  59;  fo  that  by  the  majority  of  one 
imgle  voice,  and  that  not  a  perfon  prefent  to  hear  the  de- 


Calfhil, 

Walker, 

Saul, 

IV iburne , 
Savage, 

W ,  Bonner, 

Avys, 

Wilfon, 

NevynJ'on, 

Vremayne, 

Renyger, 

Roberts , 

Reeve , 

Hills, 


"Church  of  Oxon 
Clergy  of  Suffolk 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Glocejler 
Church  of  Rochefier 
Clergy  of  Glocejler 
Church  of  Somerfet 
■<  Church  of  IVigorn 
I  Church  of  IVigorn,  IVorceJler . 

I  Clergy  of  Canterbury 
Clergy  of  Exeter 
\  Dean  and  Chapter  of  JVinton 
Clergy  of  Norvoicb 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Wejhninjle 
^Clergy  of  Oxon . 


*  Strype’s  Ann.  p.  337. 
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bates,  but  a  proxy,  it  was  determined  to  make  no  alteration 
in  the  ceremonies,  nor  any  abatements  of  the  prefent  elta- 
blifhment.  § 

I  mention  thefe  names,  not  to  detraft  from  the  merit  of 
thofe  who  appeared  for  the  prefent  ellablifhment;  for  many 
of  them  would  have  voted  for  the  alterations,  had  they  not 
been  awed  by  their  fuperiors,  or  afraid  of  a  praemunire; 
whereas,  if  the  contrary  vote  had  prevailed,  it  was  only  to 
addrefs  the  Queen  or  parliament,  to  alter  the  fervice-book 
in  thofe  particulars :  But  I  mention  them  to  flrew,  that  the 
voice  of  half  the  clergy  in  convocation,  and  of  no  lefs  num¬ 
bers  out  of  it,  were  for  amendments,  or  at  leaf!  a  latitude 
in  the  obfervation  of  the  rites  and  ceremonies  of  the  church. 
Indeed  it  was  very  unkind,  that  when  fuch  confiderable  abate¬ 
ments  had  been  made  in  favour  of  the  Roman  Catbolicks, 
nothing  ftiould  be  indulged  to  thofe  of  the  fame  faith,  and 
who  had  buffered  in  the  fame  caufe  with  themfelves,  efpecially 
when  the  controverfy  was  about  points  which  one  party 
apprehended  to  be  finful,  and  the  other  acknowledged  to  be 
indifferent.  Sundry  other  papers  and  petitions  were  drawn 


43  that  approved  of  the  above  articles  were, 


§  The  names  of  the 

Dean  Novoel,  prolocutor,  St.  Paul's 

Mr.  Archdeacon  Lever,  Coventry 

Dean  Pedder,  Wigornienjis 

Mr.  Archdeacon  Watts ,  Middlefex 

Dean  Novuel,  of  Litchfield 

Mr.  Archdeacon  Spencer,  Cicefirenfis 

Mr.  Befiely,  pro  ft.  cler.  Cant . 

Mr.  Nevynfion,  proft.  cler.  Cant . 
Mr.  Bovuer,  proft.  cler.  Somerfi. 

Mr.  Ebden,  proft.  cler.  Wint. 

Mr.  Archdeacon  Longland ,  Bucks 
Mr.  Lancafter,  thefaurar.  Sarum 
Mr.  Archdeacon  Weft  on,  Lewenfis 
Mr.  Archdeacon  Wifidom ,  Elienfis 
Mr.  Saul ,  proft.  dec.  cap.  Glouc. 
Mr.  Walker,  proft.  Suffolk 
Mr.  Be  con 

Mr.  Proctor,  proft.  cler.  Sufic x 
Mr.  Coccrel,  proft.  cler.  Surrey 
Mr.  Archdeacon  Pod,  Bed/, 

Mr.  archdeacon  Croley,  Hereford 
Mr.  Sorely,  proft.  cler.  Cicefi. 


Mr.  Bradbridge,  cancellar.  Cicefi . 
Mr.  Hills,  proft.  cler.  Oxon 
Mr.  Savage,  proft.  cler.  Glouc. 

Mr.  Archdeacon  Pullan,  Colchefit. 
Mr.  Wilfion,  proft.  Wigorn. 

Mr.  Burton 

Mr.  Archdeacon  Bemont,  Huntingd. 
Mr.  Wiburne,  proft.  eccl.  Roff. 

Mr.  Day,  prov.  Eaton 

Mr.  Reeve,  proft.  dec.  cap.  Wefim. 

Mr.  Roberts,  proft.  cler.  Norw. 

Mr.  Calfhil,  proft.  cler.  Lond.  IA 
Oxon 

Mr.  Godwin,  proft.  cler.  Line. 

Mr.  Archdeacon  Prat ,  St.  David's 
Mr.  P'remayn ,  proft.  cler.  Exon 
Mr.  Archdeacon  Heton,  Glouc. 

Mr.  Archdeacon  Kemp,  St.  Albans 
Mr.  Avys,  proft.  eccl.  Wigorn . 
.JVIr*  Renyger,  proft.  dec.  cap.  Wint. 
Mr.  Dean  Elis,  Hereford, 

!  Mr.  Dean  Samp  Jon,  Oxen. 


up 
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up,  by  the  lower  houfe  of  convocation,  in  favour  of  a  further 
reformation,  but  nothing  palfed  into  a  law. 

The  church  having  carried  their  point  again  ft  the  Puritans 
in  convocation,  we  are  now  to  fee  what  ufe  they  made  of 
their  viftory.  The  plague  being  in  London  and  leveral 
parts  of  the  country  this  fummer,  put  a  little  flop  to  their 
zeal  for  uniformity  at  prefent;  fome  were  indulged,  but  none 
preferred  that  fcrupled  the  habits.  In  proof  of  this  we  may 
produce  the  examples  of  two  of  the  worth ieft  and  moil 
learned  divines  of  the  age;  one  was  father  Miles  Cover  dale, 
formerly  bifliop  of  Exeter ,  who  with  Tyndal  and  Rogers  firft 
tranllated  the  bible  into  Englijh  after  Wickliffe .  This  prelate 
was  born  in  Torkjhire ,  bred  at  Cambridge ,  and  proceeded 
doftor  in  divinity  in  the  univerfity  of  Tubing .  Returning 
to  England  in  the  reign  of  King  Edward ,  he  was  made 
bifliop  of  Exeter ,  1551.*  Upon  the  accefiion  of  Queen 
Mary  he  was  imprifoned,  and  narrowly  efcapcd  the  fire; 
but  by  the  interceflion  of  the  King  of  Denmark  was  fent 
over  into  that  country,  and  coming  back  at  her  death, 
aflifted  at  the  confecration  of  Queen  Elizabeth's,  firft  arch- 
bifliop  of  Canterbury ;  yetbecaule  he  could  not  comply  with 
the  ceremonies  and  habits  he  was  neglected,  and  had  no  pre¬ 
ferment.  This  reverend  man  (fays  Mr.  Strype J)  being  now 
old  and  poor,  Grindal  bifliop  of  London  gave  him  the  final  1 
living  of  St.  Magnus ,  at  the  Bridge  foot,  where  he  preached 
quietly  about  two  years;  but  not  coming  up  to  the  confor¬ 
mity  required,  he  was  perfecuted  thence,  and  obliged  to 
relinquifh  his  parifii  a  little  before  his  death,  which  happened 
May  20,  1567,  at  the  age  of  81. §  He  was  a  celebrated 
preacher,  admired  and  followed  by  all  the  Puritans;  but 
the  aft  of  uniformity  brought  down  his  reverend  hairs  with 
forrow  to  the  grave.  He  was  buried  in  St.  Bartholomew's 
behind  the  Exchange ,  and  was  attended  to  his  grave  with 
vaft  crouds  of  people. 

The  other  was  that  venerable  man  Mr.  John  Fox ,  the  mar- 
tyrologift,  a  grave,  learned,  and  painful  divine,  and  exile  for 
religion,  who  employed  his  time  abroad  in  writing  the  afts 
and  monuments  of  that  church  which  would  hardly  receive 


*  Fuller’s  Worthies,  b.  iii.  p.  198.  %  Ann.  p.  405. 

§  Life  of  Parker,  p.  149, 
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him  into  her  bofom,  and  in  colle&ing  materials  relating  to 
the  martyrdom  of  thofe  that  fuffered  for  religion  in  the  reigns 
of  King  Henry  VIII.  and  Queen  Mary ;  all  which  he  publifhed 
firft  in  Latin  for  the  benefit  of  foreigners,  and  then  in 
Englijh  for  the  fervice  of  his  own  country,  in  the  year 
1561.  No  book  ever  gave  fuch  a  mortal  wound  to  popery 
as  this;  it  was  dedicated  to  the  Queen,  and  was  in  fuch  high 
reputation,  that  it  was  ordered  to  be  fet  up  in  the  churches ; 
where  it  raifed  in  the  people  an  invincible  horror  and  de- 
tehation  of  that  religion  which  had  hied  fo  much  innocent 
blood.  Queen  Elizabeth  had  a  particular  eheem  for  Mr. 
Fox ;  but  this  excellent  and  laborious  divine,  though  reduced 
to  very  great  poverty  and  want,  had  no  preferment  in  the 
church,  becaufe  he  fcrupled  the  habits,  till  at  length,  by  the 
interceffion  of  fome  great  friend,  he  obtained  a  prebend 
in  the  church  of  Sarum ,  which  he  made  a  fhift  to  hold  till 
his  death,  though  not  without  fome  diflurbance  from  the 
bifhops.§ 

The  parochial  clergy,  both  in  city  and  country,  had  an 
averfion  to  the  habits ;  they  wore  them  fometimes  in  obe¬ 
dience  to  the  law,  but  more  frequently  adminihered  without 
them;  for  which  fome  were  cited  into  the  fpiritual  courts, 
and  admonifhed,  the  bifhops  not  having  yet  affumed  the  cou¬ 
rage  of  proceeding  to  fufpenfion  and  deprivation.  At  length 
the  matter  was  laid  before  the  Queen,  as  appears  by  a  paper 
found  among  fecretary  Cecil9 s  MSS.  dated  Feb,  14,  1564, 
which  acquaints  her  Majefty,  that  u  Some  perform  divine 
4  4  fervice  and  prayers  in  the  chancel,  others  in  the  body 

of  the  church;  fome  in  a  feat  made  in  the  church,  fome 
44  in  the  pulpit  with  their  faces  to  the  people;  fome  keep 
4C  precifely  to  the  order  of  the  book,  fome  intermix  pfalms 
44  in  metre;  fome  fay  with  a  furplice,  and  others  without  one, 

44  The  table  hands  in  the  body  of  the  church  in  fome 
44  places,  in  others  it  hands  in  the  chancel;  in  fome 
44  places  the  table  hands  altarwife,  dihant  from  the  wall  a 
44  yojrd;  in  others  in  the  middle  of  the  chancel,  north  and 

§  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  i.  p.  130. 

Bilhop  Warburton  fays,  that  he  was  alfo  inftalled  in  the  third  prebend 
of  Durham ,  061.  14,  1 572,  but  held  it  not  long;  Bellamy  fuccecding  to  the 
fame  llall,  061.  31,  1573  .—Supplement  to  W<u burton’s  Works,  p.  45 6.  En. 
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“  fouth;  in  fome  places  the  table  is  joined,  in  others  it 
“  Hands  upon  treffels;  in  fome  the  table  has  a  carpet,  in 
“  others  none. 

“  Some  adminiffer  the  communion  with  furplice  and  cap; 
“  fome  with  furplice  alone;*  others  with  none;  fome  with 
“  chalice,  others  with  a  communion  cup,  others  with  a  com- 
“  mon  cup;  fome  with  unleavened  bread,  and  fome  with 
“  leavened. 

“  Some  receive  kneeling,  others  Handing,  others  fitting; 
“  fome  baptize  in  a  font,  fome  in  a  bafon;  fome  iign  with 
“  the  iign  of  the  crofs,  others  fign  not;  fome  miniffer  in  a 
“  furplice,  others  without;  fome  with  a  fquare  cap,  fome 
“  with  a  round  cap,  fome  with  a  button  cap,  fome  with  a 
“  hat;  fome  in  fcholars  cloaths,  fome  in  others.” 

Her  MajeHy  was  highly  difpleafed  with  this  report,  and 
efpecially  that  her  laws  were  fo  little  regarded ;  fine  therefore 
directed  a  letter  to  the  archbiflrops  ot  Canterbury  and  York , 
dated  Jan.  25th,  “  To  confer  with  the  bilhops  of  the  eccle- 
“  fiaHical  commiflion,  and  to  enquire  what  diverfities  there 
“  were  among  the  clergy  in  doftrine,  rites  and  ceremonies, 
and  to  take  effectual  methods  that  an  exaft  order  and  uni- 
“  formity  be  maintained  in  all  external  rites  and  ceremonies, 
“  as  by  law  and  good  ufages  are  provided  for;  and  that 
none  hereafter  be  admitted  to  any  ecclefajlical  preferment , 
“  but  who  is  well  difpofed  to  common  order ,  and  Jhall  formally 
“  promife  to  comply  with  it.’f,  To  give  countenance  to  this 
feverity,  it  was  reported  that  fome  of  the  warmer  Puritans 
had  turned  the  habits  into  ridicule,  and  given  unhandfome 
language  to  thofe  that  wore  them;  which  according  to  Mr. 
Strype  was  the  occafion  of  their  being  prefled  afterwards 
with  fo  much  rigour:  But  whatever  gave  occafion  to  the 
perfecution  that  followed,  or  whoever  was  at  the  head  of  it, 
fuppofmg  the  infinuation  to  be  juft,  it  was  very  hard  that  fo 
gieat  a  number  of  ufeful  miniffers,  who  neither  cenfured 
their  brethren,  nor  abufed  their  indulgence  by  an  unman¬ 
nerly  behaviour,  fliould  be  turned  out  of  their  benefices  for 
the  indiferetion  of  a  few.  1  be  bilhops,  in  their  letters  to 
the  foreign  divines,  had  promifed  not  to  urge  their  brethren 

Life  of  Parker,  p.  152,  (-  Ibid.  p.  15^.. 
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vi  thefe  things ,  and  when  opportunity  ferved  tofeek  reformation 
of  them\  but  now  they  took  themfelves  to  be  releafed  from 
their  promifes,  and  let  at  liberty  by  the  queen’s  exprefs  com¬ 
mand  to  the  contrary;  their  meaning  being,  that  they  would 
not  do  it  with  their  own  accord,  without  direftion  from  above. 

The  puritans  and  their  friends,  forefeeing  the  form,  did 
what  they  could  to  avert  it.  Pilkington  bifhop  of  Durham 
wrote  to  the  earl  of  Leicejier ,  Oftober  25,  to  ufe  his  in- 
terell  with  the  queen  in  their  behalf.  He  faid,  u  that 
compulfion  fhould  not  be  ufed  in  things  of  liberty.  •  He 
prayed  the  earl  to  confider,  how  all  reformed  countries 
cc  had  call  away  popifh  apparel,  with  the  pope,  and  yet  we 
contend  to  keep  it  as  an  holy  relick. #  That  many  miniflers 
“  would  rather  leave  their  livings  than  comply;  and  the 
u  realm  had  a  great  fcarcity  of  teachers;  many  places  being 
deftitute  of  any.  That  it  would  give  incurable  offence 
“  to  foreign  proteftants;  and  fince  we  have  forfaken  popery 
as  wicked,  I  do  not  fee  (fays  the  bifhop)  how  their  ap- 
c<  parel  can  become  faints  and  profelfors  of  the  gofpel.” 
Wittingham  dean  of  Durham  wrote  to  the  fame  purpofe. 
He  dreaded  the  confequence  of  impofing  that  as  neceffary, 
which  at  beft  was  only  indifferent,  and  in  the  opinion  of 
many  wife  and  learned  men  fuperftitious.  “  If  the  apparel 
cc  which  the  clergy  wear  at  prefent,  (fays  he)  feems  not  fo 
c:  modeft  and  grave  as  their  vocation  requires,  or  does  not 
<c  fufficiently  diftinguifh  them  from  men  of  other  callings, 
cc  they  refufe  not  to  wear  that  which  fhali  be  thought,  by 
godly  magiflrates,  mofl  decent  for  thefe  ufes;  provided 
cr*  they  may  keep  themfelves  ever  pure  from  the  defiled 
“  robe  of  antichrift.  Many  papifts  (fays  he)  enjoy  their 
^  livings  and  liberty,  who  have  not  fworn  obedience,  nor 
“  do  any  part  of  their  duty  to  their  miferable  fiock.|  Alas! 
“  my  Lord,  that  fuch  compulfion  fhould  be  ufed  towards 
“  us,  and  fuch.great  lenity  towards  the  papifts.  Oh!  noble 
cc  earl,  be  our  patron  and  flay  in  this  behalf,  that  we  may 
u  not  lofe  that  liberty,  that  hitherto  by  the  queen’s  benig- 
“  nity,  we  have  enjoyed.”  Other  letters  were  written  to 
the  fame  purpofe;  and  all  made  what  friends  they  could 
among  the  couriers. 

*  Life  of  Parker,  p.  155,  and  Appendix,  p.  40,  f  Life  of  Parker,  p.  1 57^ 
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The  nobility  were  divided,  and  the  queen  herfelf  feemed 
to  be  at  a  hand,  but  the  archbilhop  fpirited  her  forward ; 
and  having  received  her  majefly’s  letter,  authorifing  him  to 
proceed,  he  entered  upon  the  unpleafmg  work  with  vigour 
and  refolution.  The  bifhops  Jewel-  and  Horn  preached  at 
Paul’s  CroJ's  to  reconcile  the  people  to  the  habits.  Jewel 
faid.  he  did  not  come  to  defend  them,  but  to  ihew,  that  they 
were  indifferent,  and  might  he  complied  with.  Horn  went  a 
little  further,  and  wifhed  tbofe  cut  ojj  fro?n  the  church,  that 
troubled  it  about  white  or  black  garments,  round  or  fquare 
caps.  The  puritans  were  not  allowed  to  preach  againfl 
the  habits,  but  they  expoftulated  with  the  bifhops,  and  told 
them,  that  in  their  opinions,  thofe  ought  rather  to  be  cut 
off,  which  flopped  the  courfe  of  the  gofpel,  and  that  grieved 
and  offended  theif.  weak  brethren,  by  urging  the  remnants 
of  antichrift  more  than  God’s  commandments,  and  by  pu- 
nifhing  the  refufers  of  them  more  extremely  than  the  breakers 
of  God’s  laws. 

The  archbifhop,  with  the  bifhops  of  London,  Ely,  Win- 
chejler,  and  Lincoln,  framed  fundry  articles  to  enforce  the 
habits,  which  were  afterwards  publifhed  under  the  title  of 
Advertisements.  But  when  his  grace  brought  them  to 
court,  the  queen  refufed  to  give  them  her  fanftion.  The 
archbifhop,  chafed  at  the  difappointment,  faid  that  the  court 
had  put  him  upon  framing  the  Advertifements ;  and  if  they 
would  not  go  on,  they  had  better  never  had  done  any  thing; 
nay,  if  the  council  would  not  lend  their  helping  hand  againfl 
the  non-conformifls,  as  they  had  done  heretofore  in  Hooper’s 
days,  they  fliould  only  be  laughed  at  for  all  they  had  done.* 
But  flill  the  Queen  was  fo  cold,  that  when  the  bifliop  of 
London  came  to  court,  fhe  fpokc  not  a  word  to  him  about 
the  redrefling  the  negleft  of  conformity  in  the  city  of  Lon¬ 
don,  where  it  was  moll  disregarded.  Upon  which  the 
archbifhop  applied  to  the  fecretary,  defiring  another  letter 
from  the  queen,  to  back  their  endeavours  for  conformity, 
adding,  in  fome  heat,  If  you  remedy  it  not  by  letter,  I  will  no 
more  Jlrive  againft  the  Jlream,  fume  or  chide  who  will. 

But  the  wearing  the  popifli  garments  being  one  of  the 
grand  principles  of  non-conformity,  it  will  be  proper  to  fet 


\ 


before 


*  Life  of  Parker,  p.  159. 
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before  the  reader  the  fentiments  of  fome  learned  reformers 

upon  this  controverfy,  which  employed  the  pens  of  the 
molt  judicious  divines  of  the  ticre. 

thC  unfjien^!y  behaviour  of  the  bilhops 

ZT  lnd  Ruil  t0Wards  HooPer’  and  that  thofe  very 
prelates  who  once  threatened  his  very  life  for  refufing  the 

habits,  if  we  may  credit  Mr.  Fox’ s  Latin  edition  of  the  book 

of  maityrs,  lived  to  fee  their  miftakes  and  repent :+  for 

Bifhon5 R°df  bl!,10P  of  Gloce^er  came  to  Oxford,  to  degrade 
Bifhop  Ridley ,  he  refufed  to  put  on  the  furplice,  and  while 

they  were  putting  it  on  him,  whether  he  would  or  no  he 

vehemently  inveighed  againft  the  apparel ,  calling  it  foolifh 

abominable,  and  too  fond  for  a  vice  in  a  play. 

nnf'iff  r?T  rlfo  derided  the  garments;  and  when  they 
paled  off  his  furpl.ee  at  his  degradation.  Now,  fays  he,  / 
cfin  make  no  more  holy  water . 

.  In  the  articles  againft  Bilhop  Farrar  in  King  Edward' % 
rei&n,  it  was  objected,  Arhc.  49,  that  he  had  vowed  never 
to  wear  the  cap,  but  that  he  came  into  his  cathedral  with  a 
ong  gown  and  hat;  which  he  did  not  deny,  alledging  he 
d,d  “  t0  avoid  biperftition,  and  without  any  offence  to  the 

Wiien  the  popifh  veftments  were  put  upon  Dr.  Taylor 
themartjm,  in  order  to  his  degradation,  he  walked  about 
,  his  hands  by  his  fides,  faying,  How  fay  you,  my  Lord, 
am  /  not  a  goodly  fool?  If  I  were  in  Cheapfide,  would  not 
the  ooys  laugh  of  thefe  foolifl 7  toys  and  apifh  trumpery?  And 

when  the  furplice  was  pulled  oft.  Now,  fays  he,  I  am  rid  of 
a  fool  s  coat .  J 

When  they  were  pulling  the  fame  off  from  Archbifliop 
Lranmer,  he  meekly  replied,  All  this  needed  not,  I  myfelf 
had  done  with  this  gear  long  a?o.  ’  J 

l)x.  Heyler  tdiihes,  I  hat  John  Rogers  the  proto-martvr 
peremptorily  refufed  to  wear'  the  habits,  unlefs  the  popifh 
^  y*  1  njoined  to  wear  upon  their  ileeves,  by  way  of 
d iitiijff ion,  a  chalice  with  an  hojl.  The  fame  heaflerts  con- 
cernnig  Philpot,  a  very  eminent  martyr;  and  concerning 

one  Tyms  a  deacon,  who  was  likewife  martyred  in  Queen 
Mary’s  reign.  ■ 


f  i  ox’s  Book  of  Martyrs,  vol.  Hi.  p.  500. 
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The  holy  martyr  John  Bradford r,  as  well  as  Mr.  Sampfon , 
and  fome  others,  excepted  againft  the  habits  at  their  entrance 
into  holy  orders,  and  were  ordained  without  them. 

Bucer  and  Peter  Martyr ,  profcffors  of  our  two  famous 
univerfities,  were  both  againft  the  habits,  and  refufed  to 
wear  them.  Bucer  being  aiked,  why  he  did  not  wear  the 
fquare  cap,  anfwered,  Becaufe  his  head  was  not  f quay e.\  And 
Martyr ,  in  one  of  his  letters  after  his  return  home,  fays, 
when  I  was  at  Oxford,  I  would  never  life  thofe  white  garments 
in  the  choir  though  I  was  a  canon  in  the  church ;  and  I  am  fails - 
fed  in  my  own  reafons  for  what  I  did,*  In  the  fame  letter, 
Bucer  fays  he  would  be  content  to  fuffer  fome  great  pain  in 
his  body,  upon  condition  that  thefe  things  were  utterly  taken 
away.f  And,  in  fuch  cafe  as  we  are  now,  [1550]  he  willeth 
that  in  no  cafe  they  fhould  be  received.  He  adds  in  his 
letter  from  Cambridge  to  a  friend  beyond  fea,  dated  12  Jan. 
1550,  that  no  foreigner  was  confulted  about  the  purity  of 
ceremonies,  de  puritate  rituum  feito  hie  neminem  extraneum 
de  his  rebus  rogari.  And  though  both  he  and  Peter  Martyr 
thought  they  might  be  borne  with  for  a  feafon;  yet  in  our  cafe, 
he  would  not  have  them  fuffered  to  remain. 

Thefe  were  the  fentiments  of  our  firft  reformers  in  the 
reign  of  King  Edward  VI.  and  Queen  Mary . 

Upon  reftoring  the  Proteftant  religion  under  Queen 
Elizabeth ,  the  fame  fentiments  concerning  the  habits  pre¬ 
vailed  among  all  the  reformers  at  firft,  though  they  difagrecd 
upon  the  grand  queftion,  Whether  they  fhould  defert  their 
miniftry  rather  than  comply, 

Mr.  Strype ,  in  his  life  of  Archbiihop  Parker ,  a  moft  cruel 
perfecutor  of  the  Puritans,  fays,  That  he  was  not  fond  of 
the  cap,  the  fur  pike ,  and  the  wafer  breads  and  luch-like  in¬ 
junctions,  and  would  have  been  pleafed  with  a  toleration; 
that  he  gloried  in  having  been  confeerated  without  the 
Aaronical  garments ;  but  that  his  concern  for  his  prince's 
honour  made  him  refolute  that  her  royal  will  might  take 
place. 

X  Life  of  Parker,  appendix,  p.  41.  *  Hid.  Ref.  p.  65. 
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•j  Arm.  Ref,  vol.  ii.  p.  554.,  55J. 
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t(  Pr'H°rn  bifliop  of  Winchejler ,  in  his  letter  to  Quaker ,  fays 
i«u  the  act  of  parliament  which  enjoined  the  veflments 


Ci 


cc 


1C 


was  made  bef  ore  they  were  in  office,  fo  that  they  had  no 
hand  in  making  it;f  but  they  had  obeyed  the  law,  thinking 
the  matter  to  be  of  an  indifferent  nature;  and  they  had 

<6  ;'eafon  t0  apprehend,  that  if  they  had  deferted  their 
,  Nations  on  that  account  their  enemies  might  have  come 
cc  int0  their  places ;  J}  but  he  hoped  to  procure  an  alteration 
cc  ot  li]e  111  tlle  parliament,  though  he  believed  it 
‘l  wouhi  meet  with  great  oppofition  from  the  papifls.”  Yet 
tins  very  biihop  a  little  after  wiffied  them  cut  off  from  the 
chinch  that  tiotioled  it  aoout  white  or  black  garments, 
Bifliop  Jewel  calls  the  veflments  “  the  habits  of  the  flage, 
vhe  lelicks  of  the  Amoriies ,  and  willies  they  may  be  ex * 
tiipated  to  the  roots,  that  all  the  remnants  of  former 
c  errors,  with  all  the  rubbilh,  and  even  the  dull  that  yet  re. 

.  niained,  might  be  taken  away.”  put  he  adds,  the  Queen 
is  fixed;  and  lo  was  his  lordlhip  foon  after,  when  he  re. 
filled  tne  learned  Dr.  Humphreys  a  benefice  within  his  diocefe 
on  this  account,  and  called  all  the  non-conformifts  men  of 
fqueamijh  Jlomachs .* 

Biihop  Pilkington  complains  “  that  the  diiputes  which 
began  about  the  veflments  were  now  carried  further^ 
“  even  to  the  whole  conflitution;  that  pious  perfons  lamented 
“  this,  atheifts  laughed,  and  the  papills  blew  the  coals;  and 
“  that  the  blame  of  all  was  caff  upon  the  hilltops.  He  urged 
“  that  it  might  be  confidered,  that  all  reformed  churches 
had  call  away  popifli  apparel  with  the  pope;  that  many 
minifters  would  rather  leave  their  livings  than  wear  them; 

“  and  he  was  well  fatisfied  that  it  was  not  an  apparel  be. 
“  coming  thofe  that  profefs  godlinefs.  I  confefs  (fays  he) 
we  fuller  many  things  againft  our  hearts,  groaning  under 
them;  but  we  cannot  take  them  away,  though  we  were 
ever  fo  much  fet  upon  it.  We  are  under  authority,  and 
can  innovate  notiiing  without  the  Queen;  nor  can  we  alter 
<c  the  laws;  the  only  thing  left  to  our  choice  is,  whether  we 
“  will  bear  thefe  things,  or  break  the  peace  of  the  church/’§ 

f  Pierce’s  V indication,  p.  44.  |j  Hid.  Ref.  vol.  iff  p.  289,  294.  Life 
of  Parker,  p.  154.  *  MS.  p.  873.  §  Hid.  Ref.  vol.  iii.  p.  316. 
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Bifliop  Grindal  was  a  confiderable  time  in  fufpenfe,  whe¬ 
ther  he  mould  accept  abifhoprick  with  the  popifli  Veftments. 
Heconfulted  Peter  Martyr  on  this  head,  and  fays,  that  all 
ri'e  Sops  that  had  been  beyond  fea  had  deal,  w.th  the 
Oueen  to  let  the  habits  fall;  but  fhe  was  inflexible,  lhis 
made  them  fubmit  to  the  laws,  and  wait  for  a  fit  opportunity 
to  reverfe  them.  Upon  this  principle  he  conformed  and 
was  confiscated ;  and  in  one  of  his  letters,  “  He  calls  God 
«  to  witnefs,  that  it  did  not  lie  at  their  (the  bilhops)  door, 

«  that  the  habits  were  not  quite  taken  away.  ’ 

Dr  Sandvs  bifirop  of  Worcejler,  and  Parkburft  of  Norwich, 
inveigh  feverely  againft  the  habits,  and  they  with  the  reft  of 
the  bilhops  threaten  to  declaim  againft  them,  «  till  they  are 
“  fent  to  hell  from  whence  they  came.§”  Sandys ,  m  '  ■ 1  ■  or 
his  letters  to  Parker,  fays,  “  I  hope  we  fliall  not  be  forced 
«  to  ufe  the  veftments,  but  that  the  meaning  of  the  law  is, 
cc  that  others  in  the  mean  time  fliall  not  take  them  aw  ay,  but 

«  that  they  fliall  remain  for  the  queen. 

-  Dr  Guefl  bifliop  of  Rochejier  wrote  againft  the  ceremonies 

ttJSSSy  CmU  nd  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  “That  hav. 

«  ing  been  evil  ufed,  and  once  taken  away,  they  ought 
“  not  to  be  ufed  again,  becaufe  the  Galatians  were  com¬ 
et.  manded.  To  (landfall  in  the  liberty  wherewith  Chrijl  had 
«  made  them  free-,  and  becaufe  we  are  to  abjlain  from  all 
“  appearance  of  evil,  l  he  gofpel  teaches  us  to  put  away 
a  needlefs  ceremonies,  and  to  worfliip  God  in  ipirit  and 
«  truth;  whereas  thefe  ceremonies  were  no  better  than  the 
devices  of  men,  and  had  been  abufed  to  idolatry.  He 
declares  openly  againft  the  crpfs,  againft  images  in 
«  churches,  and  againft  a  variety  of  garments  in  the  fervice 
“  of  God.  If  a  furplice  be  thought  proper  for  one, 
“  (fays  his  lordlhip)  it  fliould  ferve  for  all  divine  offices. — 
“  The  bifliop  is  for  the  people’s  receiving  the  facrament 
“  into  their  hands,  according  to  the  example  of  Chrift  and 
“  the  primitive  church,  and  not  for  putting  it  into  the  peo- 
“  pie’s  mouths:  And  as  for  the  pofture,  that  it  fliould  be 
“  rather  ftanding  than  kneeling;  but  that  this  lhould  be  left 
“  to  everyone’s  choice.”^ 

§  Bifhop  Burnet  quotes  this  as  concerning  tne  corruptions  of  tne  'pi- 
ritual  courts,  vol.  iii.  T. 

I  MS.  p.  891.  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  i.  p.  38,  Appendix,  No.  14. 
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app^edn  ofrhheifif-  fet  °f  bIlll0pS  after  the  reformation 
o!  P‘Td  v°f  the  hablts>  argued  for  their  continuance 
m  fa  ipture,  antiquity,  or  decency,  but  fubmitted  to  them 
out  of  neceffity,  and  to  keep  the  church  in  the  queeS 

avour.  How  much  are  the  times  altered!  Ourfirftre 

formers  never  afcribed  any  holinefs  or  virtue  to  the  veftmentt 
hut  wnhed  and  prayed  for  their  removal ;+  whereas  fever'd 
modern  conformiih  have  made  them  efential  to  their  mini- 

withom  them  VC  rei?refented  rdigi°n  aS  naked  and  defe6five 

hiu  the  queflion  that  divided  the  reformers,  was  The 
Lawfulnefs  of  wearing  habits  that  had  been  confecrated  to 
idolal,  ous  and  fuperjitttous  ufes ,  and  were  the  very  marks  and 

inllVri  ‘T  S‘°V  tbey  hady rmounced-  UPon  this  they  con- 
lulted  the  foreign  divines,  who  all  agreed  in  the  reafonable-  - 

of  abo:  dnmg  the  habits,  but  were  divided  in  their  fenti- 
ments  about  Me  lawfulnefs  of  wearing  them  in  the  mean  time: 

V  H  V  r‘e  arra,d  of  the  return  of  Luther, am/m  or  Popery 
•t  the  mimflers  fhould  defert  their  ftations  in  the  church- 
and  others  apprehended,  that  if  they  did  not  rejeft  them  at 
foil  they  fhould  never  obtain  their  removal  afterwards 
Ur.  Humphreys  and  Sampfon,  two  heads  of  the  non-con- 
oimfts  wrote  t a  Zurich  the  following  reafons  againft  the 
lawfulnefs  of  wearing  the  habits:  “  That  they  did  not  think 
the  pi eicnbing  habits  to  the  clergy  merely  a  civil  thing; 
nor  that  me  habits  now  prefcribed  were  decent;  for  how 
<t  c,an  that  ,hab,t  be  decent  that  ferves  only  to  drefs  up  the 
«  theatnca  pomp  of  popery?  The  papilts  glory  in  this,  that 
tilde  habits  were  brought  in  by  them,  for  which  they 

*  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  i.  p.  177. 

..  t  Warhurt™  afts  here,  “  Who  afcribes  any  holinefs  or  virtue  to 

t  cm  now,  J  pray  ?  In  reply  it  is  fufficient  to  obferve,  that  Mr.  Neal 
reters  to  the  time  when  he  wrote,  about  36  years  before  the  biihop’s  flric- 
tmes  appear  to  have  been  penned,  and  not  many  years  after  Dr.  Nickels, 
in  his  defence  of  the  Church  of  England ,  had  called  mini^lers,  ordinary 
habit  profane-,  and [when  Dr.  Grey  (Syftem  of  Ecclefiaftical  Law,  p.  r  r  ) 
had  earned  the  notion  of  decency,  in  this  refped,  very  hivh,  reprefentinsr 
t  e  churc.i  as  by  a  prescript  form  of  decent  and  comely  apparel  providing- 
to  have  its  minders  known  to  the  people,  and  thereby  to  receive  the 
“  honour  and  eftimation  due  to  the  /pedal  mejfengers  and  mimflers  of 

'<  A. mighty  God."  This  reprefentation  approximates  very  much  to  the 
iaea  ox  holinefs  and  virtue.  Ed. 
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«  vouch  Otho’s  confutations  and  the  Roman  Pontifical — 
<c  They  add,  that  in  King  Edward's  time  the  furplice  was 
«  not  univerfally  ufed  nor  preffed,  whereas  the  copes  then 
<c  taken  away  are  now  to  be  reftored.  This  is  not  to  extirpate 
popery,  but  to  plant  it  again,  and,  inftead  of  going  forward 
“  in  reformation,  to  go  backward.  We  do  not  place  religion 
«  in  habits,  (lay  they)  but  we  oppofe  them  that  do,  [the 
<c  papills].  Befides,  it  gives  fome  authority  to  fervitude,  to 
44  depart  from  our  liberty.  We  hate  contention,  nor  do 
44  we  defert  our  churches,  and  leave  them  expofed  to  wolves, 
44  but  we  are  driven  from  them .  We  leave  our  brethren  to 
44  Hand  and  fall  to  their  own  mailer,  and  defire  the  fame 
44  favourable  forbearance  from  them.  All  that  is  pretended 
46  is,  that  the  habits  are  not  unlawful ;  not  that  they  are 
44  good  and  expedient;  but  forafmuch  as  the  habits  of  the 
44  clergy  are  vifible  marks  of  their  profellion,  they  ought 
44  not  to  be  taken  from  their  enemies.  The  ancient  fathers 
44  had  their  habits,  but  not  peculiar  to  bilhops,  nor  diltinft 
44  from  the  laity.  The  inllances  of  St.  John  and  Cyprian 
4>  are  lingular.  In  Tertullian' s  time  the  palium  was  the 
44  common  habit  of  old  chriftians.  Chryfojlom  fpeaks  of 
44  white  garments,  but  with  no  approbation;  he  rather 
44  finds  fault  with  them:  Nor  do  we  condemn  things  indif- 
44  ferent  as  unlawful;  but  we  wilh  there  might  be  a  free 
44  fynod  to  fettle  this  matter,  in  which  things  may  not  be 
44  carried  according  to  the  minds  of  one  or  two  perfons. 
44  The  doftrine  of  our  church  is  now  pure,  and  why  Ihould 
44  there  be  any  defeft  in  our  worlhip?  Why  Ihould  we  bor- 
44  row  any  thing  from  popery?  Why  Ihould  we  not  agree 
44  in  rites,  as  well  as  in  doftrine,  with  the  other  reformed 
44  churches?  We  have  a  good  opinion  of  our  bilhops,  and 
44  bear  with  their  Hate  and  pomp;  we  once  bore  the  fame 
44  crofs  with  them,  and  preached  the  fame  Chrilt  with  them; 
44  why  then  are  we  now  turned  out  of  our  benefices,  and 
44  fome  put  in  prifon,  only:  for  habits,  and  publickly  de- 
44  famed?* 

44  But  the  difpute  is  not  only  about  a  cap  and  furplice; 
44  there  are  other  grievances  which  ought  to  be  redrelled 


*  Hill.  Ref.  vol.  iii,  p.  3 1 1, 


/ 


1>6  the  history  chap,  tv, i 

‘‘  or  ciifpenfed  with;  as,  i.  Mufick  and  organs  in  divine 
worlhip.  2.  I  he  fponfors -in  baptifm,  anfwering  in  the 

“  child’s  name.  3.  The  crofs  in  baptifm.  4.  Kneeling 
“  at  the  facrament,  and  the  ufe  of  unleavened  bread.  5. 
1.  here  is  alio  a  want  of  diicipline  in  the  church,  b. 
The  marriage  of  the  cleigy  is  not  legitimated,  but  their 
“  children  are  looked  upon  by  fome  as  baftards.  7.  Mar- 
“  r'ag'e  ‘s  not  to  be  performed  without  a  ring.  8.  Wo- 
“  men  are  not  to  be  churched  without  the  veil.  9.  The 
“  court  U  faculties;  pluralities;  licences  for  non-refidence, 
lor  eating  flelli  in  Lent ,  See.  are  infufferable  grievances. 
10.  Minifters  have  not  a  free  liberty  to  preach  with- 
“  out  fubferibing  to  the  ufe  and  approbation  of  all  the 
“  ceremonies.*  And,  lajlly,  the  article  which  explained 

<c  the  manner  of  Chrilt’s  prefence  in  the  facrament  is  taken 
“  away.” 

1  he  bilhops  alledged,  in  vindication  of -their  compliance 
L.  things,  the  neceflity  of  the  time;  the  queen’s 
pei  emptor  mefs ;  the  indifferent  nature  of  the  things  required, 
und  then  fears  of  the  Jofs  of  the  whole  reformation,  if 
they  lhould  defeit  their  hat  ions  in  the  church;  promifing 
not  to  urge  them  upon  their  brethren  who  were  diffatisfied^ 
but  to  endeavour  their  removal  in  a  proper  feafon. 

The  learned  foreigners  gave  their  opinions  upon  this  nice^ 
quefaon  with  caution  and  referve.  Peter  JVfurtyr  in  his 
letter  to  Grindalf  writes  thus:  “  As  for  the  habits  to  be 
’m  holy  things,  fmcethey  carry  an  appearance  of  the 
mafs,  and  are  merely  remainders  of  popery,  it  is  (fays  he) 
“  the  opinion  of  the  learned  Bultinger ,  the  chief  minifter  of 
“  Zurich ,  that  they  are  to  be  refrained  from,  left  by  your 
example  a  thing  that  is  fcandalous  fliould  be  confirmed; 
“  but  (he  adds)  though  I  have  been  always  againft  the  ufe 
“  of  fuch  ornaments,  yet  I  fee  the  prefent  danger,  left  you 
“  fliould  be  put  from  the  office  of  preaching.  There  may 
“  alfo  be.  fome  hopes,  that  as  images  and  altars  are  taken 
u  away,  fo  alfo  thofe  appearances  of  the  mafs  may  be  re- 
“  moved,  if  you  and  others,  who  have  taken  upon  you 
“  epifcopacy,  labour  in  it. — I  am  therefore  more  backward 

*  Hid.  Ref.  inRecords,  p.  335.  f  Strype’s  Life  of- Grinds!,  p.  29,  30. 
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“  to  advife  you  rather  to  refufe  tlup  bifhoprick  than  to  fubmit 
66  to  the  ufe  of  thofe  veftures;  and  yet,  becaufe  1  am  fcnfible 
“  fc  an  dais  of  this  kind  are  to  be  avoided,  I  am  more  willing 
«  to  yield  to  Bullinger' s  opinion  aforefaid:”  But  after  all 
he  advifes  him  to  do  nothing  againft  his  confcience. 

Bullinger  and  Gualter ,  minifters  of  Zurich ,  in  their  letters 
to  Horn  and  Grindal ,  44  lament  the  unhappy  breach  in  the 
“  church  of  England ,  and  approve  of  the  zeal  of  thofe 
“  divines,  who  wifh  to  have  the  houfe  of  God  purged 
“  from  all  the  dregs  of  popery.  They  are  not  pleafed  with 
64  them  who  firft  made  the  laws  about  habits,  nor  witli  thofe 
44  who  zealoufly  maintain  them.  They  declare  that  they 
44  afted  unwifely,  if  they  were  of  the  reformed  fide;  but  if 
44  they  were  difguifed  enemies,  that  they  had  been  laying 
44  fnares  with  ill  defigns.  They  are  therefore  abfolutely 
44  againft  the  impofition  of  thefe,  and  other  grievances;  but 
44  they  think  many  things  of  this  fort  fhould  be  fubmitted 
44  to,  rather  than  men  fliould  forfake  the  miniftry  at  this 
44  jun&ure,  left  the  whole  reformation  fliould  be  loft;  but 
44  that  they  fliould  prefs  the  queen  and  the  nobility  to  go  on 
44  and  complete  the  reformation,  fo  glorioufly  begun.”* 
Thefe  divines  wrote  alfo  to  the  Earl  of  Bedford ,  and  ac¬ 
quainted  him,  44  That  they  were  forry  to  hear  that  not  only 
44  the  veftments,  but  many  other  things,  were  retained  in  the 
44  church,  which  favoured  plainly  of  popery.  They  complain 
44  of  the  bilhops  printing  their  letter,  and  that  their  private 
44  opinion  about  the  lawfulnefs  of  wearing  the  habits  for 
44  the  prefent,  fhould  be  made  ufe  of  to  call  reproaches  on 
44  perfons,  for  whom  they  fliould  rather  have  compaliion 
44  in  their  fufferings,  than  ftudy  to  aggravate  them.  They 
44  pray  his  lordfhip  to  intercede  with  the  queen  and  nobility, 
44  for  their  brethren  that  were  then  under  fufferinp-s,  vrho 
44  deferved  a  very  great  regard,  forafmuch  as  it  had  appeared 
44  what  true  zeal  they  had  for  religion,  fince  the  only  thing 
44  they  defired  was,  that  the  church  fliould  be  purged  from 
44  all  the  dregs  of  popery.  This  caufe  (fay  they)  in  general 
44  is  fuch,  that  thofe  who  promote  it  are  worthy  of  the 
44  higheft  dignity.  They  do  therefore  earneftly  pray  his 


*  Hilt.  Ref.  voL  iii.  p.  50S.  MS.  p.  S89. 
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lordfhip  at  this  time,  to  exert  himfelf,  and  employ  all  the 
“  intereft  he  has  in  the  queen  and  nobility,  that  the  church 
“  of  England ,  fo  happily  reformed  to  the  admiration  of 
“  the  whole  world,  may  not  be  defiled  with  the  remnants  of 
■'  popery.  To  retain  thefe  things  will  look  like  giddinefs 
(lay  thefe  divines;)  it  will  offend  the  weak,  and  give  great 
“  fcandal  to  their  neighbours  in  France  and  Scotland,  who 
‘  are  yet  under  the  crofs;  and  the  very  papilfs  will  juftiiy 
‘  their  tyrannical  impofitions  by  Inch  proceedings.”* 

The  divines  of  Geneva  were  more  peremptory  in  their  ad¬ 
vices;  for  in  their  letter  of  Oct.  24,  1 564,  figned  by  Theodore 
Beza,  and  feven teen  of  his  brethren,  they  fay,  “  If  the  cafe 
were  theirs  they  would  not  receive  the  minillry  upon  thefe 
conditions  if  it  were  proffered,  much  lefs  would  they  fue 
for  it.  As  for  thofe  who  have  hitherto  complied,  if  they 
are  obliged  not  only  to  wink  at  manifeft  abufes,  but  to  ap¬ 
prove  of  thofe  things  which  ought  to  be  redreffed,  what 
“  thing  elfe  can  we  advife  them  to,  but  that  they  fhould  re- 
“  tire  to  a  private  life.  As  for  the  popifh  habits,  thofe  men 
that  are  authors  of  their  being  impofed,  do  deferve  moll 
evil  of  the  church,  and  fliall  verily  anfwer  it  at  the  dreadful 
bar  of  Chrift’s  judgment.”  They  then  argue  very 
ftrongly  againft  the  habits ;  and  having  advifed  the  minifters 
not  to  lay  down  their  minillry  prefently,  for  fear  of  the  re¬ 
turn  of  popery,  they  conclude  thus:  “  Neverthelefs,  if 
“  minifters  are  commanded  not  only  to  tolerate  thefe  things, 
“  but  by  their  fubfcriptions  to  allow  them  as  lawful,  what 
“  elfe  can  we  advife  them  to,  but  that  having;  witneffed  their 
innocence,  and  tried  all  other  means  in  the  fear  of  the 
Lord,  they  flrouid  give  over  their  functions  to  open 
wrong?’5  They  then  declare  their  opinions  againft  the 
crofs  in  baptifm;  the  validity  of  baptifm  by  midwives;  the 
power  of  the  keys  being  in  the  hands  of  lay-chancellors  and 
biihops5  courts;  and  conclude  with  an  exhortation  and 
prayer  for  unity,  and  a  more  perfeft  reformation  in  the 
Englifh  church. 

Though  the  reformation  in  Scotland  was  not  fully  efta- 
bl  idled,  yet  the  fnperintendent  minifters ,  and  commijfioners  of 


*  Hid.  Ref  vol.  ii.  p.  313. 
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charges  within  that  realm,  dire&ed  a  letter  the  very  firft 
opportunity,  to  their  brethren  the  bi/hops,  and  pajlors  of 
England,  who  have  renounced  the  Roman  Antichrijl ,  and  do 
profefs  with  them  the  Lord  Jefus  Chrifi  in  fincerity.  It  was 
dated  from  Edinburgh ,  Dec.  28th,  15 66,  and  figned  by 
John  Spotfwood ,  and  nine  of  his  brethren,  preachers  of 
Chrilt  Jefus.  The  letter  does  not  enter  into  the  debate, 
whether  the  habits  are  limply  indifferent  or  not;  but  pleads 
in  a  moil  eatneff  and  pathctick  manner  for  toleration  and 
forbearance,  and  that  the  deprived  m millers  may  be  rcltored. 
Il  furphev,  cornet  cap,  and  tippet,  (lay  they)  have  been 
badges  of  idolatry,  what  have  the  preachers  of  Chriftian 
liberty,  and  the  open  rebukers  of  all  fuperfliticn,  to  do 
with  the  dregs  of  the  Romifh  bead?  Our  brethren  that  of 
confcience  refufe  that  unprofitable  apparel,  do  neither 
damn  joins,  nor  moleft  you  that  ufe  fuch  vain  trifles. 
If  ye  fliall  do  the  like  by  them,  we  doubt  not  but  you 
“  will  therein  pleafe  God,  and  comfort  the  hearts  of  many.” 
But  the  whole  letter  breathes  fuch  an  excellent  fpirit,  that  I 

cannot  forbear  recommending  it  to  the  reader’s  perufal  in 
the  Appendix. 

.R  is  evident  upon  the  whole,  that  it  was  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  foreign  divines,  that  the  habits  ought  to  be 
laid  ahde  by  authority;  and  that  in  the  mean  time  they 
.lhould  not  be  urged  upon  thofe  that  fcrupled  them :  But 
they  were  not  fo  well  agreed  in  the  lawfulnefs  of  wearing 
them  till  they  were  taken  away;  though  their  fears  of  the 
return  of  popery,  if  theminiffers  fhoulddefert  their  Rations- 
their  companion  to  the  fouls  of  the  people  who  were  perilh- 
mg  01  lack  of  knowledge;  and  their  hopes,  that  the  queen 
would  quickly  be  prevailed  with  to  remove  them;  made 

the  prefem6”1  apprdiend  the^  miSht  be  difpenfed  with  for 

The  Englifh  laity  were  more  averfe  to  the  habits  than 
the  clergy;  as  their  hatred  of  popery  increafed,  fo  did 
tten  avetlion  to  the  garments.  There  was  a  ftrong  party 
m  t  e  very  court  againil  them,  among  whom  was  the  great 
Ear  of  Leicejier  Sir  Francis  Knollys ,  vice-chamberlain: 
Burleigh,  lord  treafurer;  Sir  Francis  IValfingham,  fecretary 
of  date;  the  Earls  of  Bedford,  IVarwicL,  and- others.  But 
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the  proteftant  populace  throughout  the  nation  were  fo  in¬ 
flamed,  that  nothing  but  an  awful  fubjeftion  to  authority 
could  have  kept  them  within  bounds.  Great  numbers  re- 
fufed  to  frequent  thofe  places  of  worlhip  where  fervice  was 
mmiftered  in  thatdrefs;  they  would  not  falutefuch  minifters 
in  the  ftreets,  nor  keep  them  company;  nay,  if  we  may 
believe  Dr.  Whitgift ,  in  his  defence  againft  Cartwright , 

They  fpit  in  their  faces,  reviled  them  as  they  went  along, 
<c  and  Ihowed  fuch  like  rude  behaviour,”*  becaufe  they 
took  them  for  papifts  in  difguife,  for  time-fervers,  and  half¬ 
faced  proteftants,  that  would  be  content  with  the  return  of 
that  religion  whofe  badge  they  wore.§  There  was  indeed 
a  warm  fpirit  in  the  people,  againft  every  thing  which  came 
from  that  pretended  church,  whofe  garments  had  been  fo 
lately  dyed  with  the  blood  of  their  friends  and  relations. 
Upon  the  whole,  I  leave  the  reader  to  determine,  how  far 
the  wifdom  and  moderation  of  the  queen  can  be  vindicated, 
in  impofmg  thefe  habits  on  the  clergy;  or  the  bifhops  be 
excufed  for  imprifoning,  fufpending,  and  depriving,  fome  of 
the  moft  ufeful  preachers  in  the  kingdom,  on  account  of 
thi  ngs  whirh  in  their  own  opinion  were  but  barely  tolerable, 
but  in  the  judgment  of  their  brethren  were  abfolutely  finful. 

We  have  already  mentioned  the  queen’s  letter  of  January 
125  th;  in  obedience  to  which  Arclibifhop  Parker  wrote  to 
his  brethren  of  the  ecclefiaftical  commiffion,  and  in  parti¬ 
cular  to  Grindal  bilhop  of  London ,  (there  being  in  that  city 
the  greateft  number  of  clergy,  and  of  the  bell  learning,  that 
refufed  the  apparel)  to  confult  proper  methods  to  reduce 
them  to  an  exaft  uniformity. j-  After  fome  debate  the  com- 
miffioners  agreed  upon  certain  Advertisements  (as  they 
were  called)  partly  for  due  order  in  preaching  and  admi - 
nijiering  the  facraments ,  and  partly  for  the  apparel  of  perfons 
ecclefiajlicaLX 

*  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  i.  p.  178,  602,  460.  Mem.  Cranmer,  p.  363. 
Life  of  Parker,  p.  77. 

§  The  grounds,  on  which  fuch  a  fufpicion  might  reft,  may  be  feen  in 
Mr.  Neal’s  Review,  in  the  quarto  edition  of  his  Hiftory,  vol.  i.  p.  881,  82. 

f  Life  of  Parker,  p.  161. 

I  The  Articles  for  Preaching  declare,  “  That  all  licences  granted 
“  before  March  ift,  1564,  fliali  be  void  and  of  none  effedt;  and  that  all 

“  that  (hall  be  thought  meet  for  the  office  of  preaching  fhall  be  admitted 
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By  the  firft  of  thefe  articles,  all  preachers  throughout 
the  nation  were  difqualified  at  once;  and  by  the  laft,  they 
fubfcribed,  and  promifed  not  to  preach  or  expound  the 
fcriptures,  without  a  licence  from  the  bifhop,  which  was  not 
to  be  obtained  without  a  promife  under  hand  of  an  abfolute 
conformity  to  the  ceremonies.  Here  the  commifftoners  furely 
broke  through  the  aft  of  fubmiffion ,  by  which  they  are  ob¬ 
liged  never  to  make  or  execute  any  canons  or  conjlitutions  with¬ 
out  the  royal  affent.  But  the  bifhops  prefumed  upon  their 
intereft  with  her  majefly;  they  knew  her  mind,  though  flic 

“  again,  paying  no  more  than  four-pence  for  the  writing,  parchment,  and 
<£  wax;  and  that  thofe  who  were  not  approved  as  preachers,  might  read 
<e  the  homilies. 

€t  In  the  miniftration  of  the  communion  in  cathedrals  and  collegiate 
€t  churches,  the  principal  minifters  fhall  wear  a  cope  with  Gofpeller  and 
<c  Epiftoler  agreeably;  but  at  all  other  prayers  to  be  laid  at  the  communion 
“  table,  they  fhall  wear  no  copes,  but  furplices  only :  deans  and  prebendaries 
fhall  wear  a  furplice  with  a  filk  hood  in  the  choir;  and  when  they  preach 
<£  a  hood. 

“  Every  minifter  faying  the  publick  prayers,  or  adminiftering  the  facra- 
(c  ments.  See.  fhall  wear  a  furprice  with  fleeves;  and  the  parifh  fhall  provide 
* ‘  a  decent  table  handing  on  a  frame  for  the  communion  table ;  and  the 
“  ten  Commandments  fhall  be  fet  on  the  eaft  wall  over  the  faid  table. 

“  All  dignitaries  in  cathedral  churches,  doflors,  batchelors  of  divinity 
and  law,  having  ecclefiaftical  livings,  fhall  wear  in  their  common  apparel 
“  a  broad  ftde-gown  with  fleeves,  ftrait  at  the  hands,  without  any  cuffs  or 
“  falling  capes;  and  tippets  of  farfenet,  and  a  fquare  cap,  but  no  hats, 
f<  except  in  their  journeying.  The  inferior  clergy  are  to  wear  long  gowns 
“  and  caps  of  the  fame  fafhion  ;  except  in  cafe  of  poverty,  when  they  may 
“  wear  fhort  gowms.” 

To  thefe  Ad vertifements  certain  Proteffations  were  annexed,  to  be  made, 
promifed,  and  fubfcribed,  by  fuch  as  fliall  hereafter  be  admitted  to  anv 
office  or  cure  in  the  church.  “  And  here  every  clergyman  fubfcribed,  and 
“  promifed  not  to  preach  or  expound  the  fcriptures,  without  fpecial  licence 
“  of  the  bifhop  under  his  feal,  but  only  to  read  the  homilies;  and  likevvife 
“  to  obferve,  keep,  and  maintain,  fuch  order  and  uniformity  in  all  ex  ter- 
“  nal  polity,  rites,  and  ceremonies  of  the  church,  as  by  laws,  good  ufages, 
“  and  orders,  are  already  well  provided  and  effablifhed.” 

1  Thefe  Advertifements  were  enjoined  the  clergy  by  the  Archbifhop  of 
Canterbury ,  the  bifhops  of  London  and  Eochefter,  (commiffioners  in  caufes 
ecclefiaftical)  and  by  the  bifhops  of  W inch  eft  er  y  Ely ,  and  fome  others. 
The  preface  fays,  “  That  they  do  not  preferibe  thefe  rules  as  equivalent 
with  the  word  of  God,  or  as  of  neceffity  to  bind  the  confidences  of  the 
ft  OEeen,s  ^ubje(^s»  ^  thejr  own  nature  confidered;  or  as  adding  any 
“  efficacy  or  holinefs  to  publick  prayer,  or  to  the  facraments;  but  as  tern- 
poral  orders  merely  ecclefiaftical,  without  any  vain  fuperftition,  and  as 
V  ttdes  of  decency,  diftin&ion,  and  order,  for  the  tiiue.,) 
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refufed,  ior  political  reafons,  to  ratify  their  advertifements. 
telling  them  that  the  oath  of  canonical  obedience  was  fuffi- 

pent  to  bind  the  inferior  clergy  to  their  duty,  without  the 
interpofition  of  the  crown. 

Parker  therefore  went  on;  and  having  cited  the  Puritan 
clergy  to  Lambeth ,  he  admonifhed  fome,  and  threatened 
others:*  But  Grindal  withdrew,  being  naturally  averfe  to 
methods  of  feverity,  and  afraid  of  a  pramunire .  His  grace 
took  a  great  deal  of  pains  to  gain  him  over,  and  by  his  ar¬ 
guments  (fays  Strype)  brought  him  to  a  good  refolution. _ _ 

He  ado  applied  to  the  council  for  the  queen’s  and  their 
aftiftance;  and  to  the  lecretary  of  ftate,  beleeching  him  to 
ipirit  up  the  bifhop  of  London  to  his  duty,  which  was  done 
accordingly.  W  hat  pains  will  fome  men  take  to  draw  their 
brethren  into  a  fnare,  and  force  them  to  be  partners  in  op- 
preffion  and  cruelty! 

Among  thofe  that  the  archbifhop  cited  before  him  were 
the  Reverend  Mr.  Thomas  Sampfon ,  dean  of  Chrijl-Church , 
aiiu  Di.  Lawrence  Humphreys ,  (regius  profeffor  of  divinity) 
prendent  of  Magdalen  College ,  Oxon ,  men  of  high  renown 
throughout  the  nation  for  learning,  piety,  and  zeal  for  the 
reformation,  and  exiles  for  religion  in  Oueen  Mary’s  reign. 
Upon  their  appearance  the  archbifhop  urged  them  with  the 
opinions  of  Bucer  and  Peter  Martyr ;  but  the  authority  of 
thefe  divines  not  being  fufficient  to  remove  their  fcruples, 
they  were  ordered  not  to  depart  the  city  without  leave* 
After  long  attendance,  and  many  checks  from  fome  of  the 
council  for  their  refradlorinefs,  they  framed  a  fupplicatory 
letter  in  a  very  elegant  but  fubmiffive  ftile,  and  fent  it  to  the 
archbifhop,  and  the  reft  of  the  ecclefiaftical  commiftioners, 
Maicn  noth.,  In  which  they  proteft  before  God,  what  a 
“  bitter  grief  it  was  to  them,  that  there  fhould  be  fuch  dif- 
lentions  about  a  cap  and  furplice  among  perfons  of  the 
“  fame  faith.  They  alledge  the  authorities  of  St.  Aujlin, 
cc  Soc  fates ,  and  Theodor et ,  to  fliew  that  in  their  times  there 
was  a  variety  of  rites  and  obfervances  which  break  not 
“  unity  and  concord.  They  befeech  the  bifhops  therefore, 
f  there  was  any  fellowfhip  in  Chrift ,  that  they  would 

*  hife  of  Parker,  p.  163,  216. 


follow 


CHAP.  IV. 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


183 

«4  follow  the  direction  of  St.  Paul  about  tilings  in  their  own 
44  nature  indifferent,  That  every  one  Jhould  be  pcrfuaded  in 
44  his  own  mind .  Confidence  (fay  they)  is  a  tender  thing, 
44  and  all  men  cannot  look  upon  the  fame  things  as  indif. 
44  ferent;  if  therefore  thefe  habits  feem  fo  to  you,  you  are 
44  not  to  be  condemned  by  us;  on  the  other  hand,  if  they 
44  do  not  appear  fo  to  us,  we  ought  not  to  be  vexed  by  you. 
44  They  then  appeal  to  antiquity,  to  the  practice  of  other 
44  reformed  churches,  and  to  the  confciences  of  the  bifhops 
44  themfelves;  and  conclude  thus:  Wherefore  we  mod  hum- 
44  bly  pray,  that  a  thing  which  is  the  care  and  pleafure  of 
44  papifts,  and  which  you  [the  billiopsj  have  no  great  value 
44  for  yourfelves,  and  which  we  refufe  not  from  any  contempt 
44  of  authority,  but  from  an  averfion  to  the  common  enemy, 
44  may  not  be  our  fnare  nor  our  crime.”*  Idle 

*  In  one  of  their  examinations  the  Archbifhop  put  nine  queflions  to 
them,  to  which  they  gave  the  following  anfwers : 

Quell.  1.  “  Is  the  furplice  a  thing  evil  and  wicked ;  or  is  it  indifferent  t 
Anftw,  “  Though  the  furplice  in  fubftance  be  indifferent,  vet  in  the 
“  prefent  eircumftance  it  is  not,  being  of  the  fame  nature  with  the  v  eft  is 
*c  peregrina,  or  the  apparel  of  idolatry,  for  which  God  by  the  prophet 
“  threatens  to  vifit. 

Quell.  2.  “  If  it  he  not  indifferent,  for  what  caufef 

Anftw.  “  Becaufe  things  that  have  been  conlecrated  to  idolatry  are  not 
“  indifferent. 

Quell.  3.  “  Whether  the  ordinary  [or  bijbop~\  detefting  papiftry,  may 

“  enjoin  the  furplice  to  he  worn,  and  enforce  his  injunftion ? 

Anftw .  “  It  may  be  laid  to  fuch  an  one,  in  T 'ertullian\  words.  Si  tu 

“  diaboli  pompam  oderis,  quicquid  ex  ea  attigeris ,  id  fcias  effe  idolatriam . 
-  That  is.  If  thou  hatell  the  pomp  and  pageantry  of  the  devil,  whatfoever 
f‘  it  thou  meddled  with,  is  idolatry.  Which  if  he  believes  he  will  not 
“  enforce  the  injunction. 

Quell.  4.  “  Whether  the  cope  he  a  thing  indifferent,  being  prefer ibed 

“  h  iaqjj  for  decency  and  reverence,  and  not  in  ref p eft  of  fuperftitioii  cr 
“  holinefs? 

Anftw .  ^  “  Decency  is  not  promoted  by  a  cope,  which  was  devifed  to 
“  deface  the  facrament.  St.  Jerom  fays,  that  the  gold,  ordained  by  God 
for  reverence  and  decency  of  the  JcwiJh  Temple,  is  not  to  be  admitted 
“  to  beautify  the  church  of  Chrilt;  and  if  fo,  much  lefs  copes  brought  in 

hy  papifts,  and  continued  in  their  fervice  as  proper  ornaments  of  their 
religion. 

Qgeft.  tjg  a  Whether  any  thing  that  ts  indijj'erent  may  be  enjoined  as 
(<  godly,  to  the  ufe  of  common  prayer  and  facrament s  ? 

Anj/vj .  If  it  be  merely  indifferent,  as  time,  place,  and  fuch  neceftary 
circumftances  of  divine  worfhip,  for  the  which  there  may  be  brought  a, 
f(  ground  put  of  icrijture,  we  think  it  may. 

Quelh 
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^  ecclefiaftical  commiffioners  were  very  much  divided 
in  their  opinions,  how  to  proceed  with  thefe  men.  Some 
were  for  anfwering  the  reafons  given  below,  and  for  enforc¬ 
ing  the  habits  with  a  proteftation,  that  they  wifhedthem  taken 
away..  ~  Others  were  for  connivance;  and  others  for  acom- 
piomile:  Accordingly  a  pacifick  propofition  was  drawn  up 
which  Humphreys  and  Sampfon  were  willing  to  fubfcribe 
with  the  refer ve  of  the  apoitle,  All  things  are  lawful,  but 
all  things  edify  not.  But  the  archbifliop,  who  was  at  the 

r 

Queft.  6.  «  Whether  the  civil  magiftrate  may  contiitute  by  lavs  an  ah- 

Jtinence  from  meats  on  certain  days? 

Anfjj.  “  Becaufe  of  abilinence  a  manifeft  commodity  arifeth  to  the 
commonwealth  in  policy,  if  it  be  fufficiently  guarded  again!!  fuperftition, 
he  may  appoint  it,  due  regard  being  had  to  perfons  and  times. 

Qjjeit.  7  “  Whether  a  law  may  be  made  for  the  difference  of  minifters ' 

apparel  from  laymen  ?  J  J 

dfff  .  “  Whether  fuch  prefcription  to  a  minifter  of  the  gofpel  of 

„  .u  m  bC  be  doi!bted-  becaufe  no  fuch  thing  is  decreed  in 

the  i  ew  Tellament;  nor  did  the  primitive  church  appoint  any  fuch 

thing,  but  would  rather  that  minifters  (hould  be  diftinguilhed  from  the 
fay  doanna  non  vefte,  by  their  doftrine,  not  by  their  garments, 
duett.  b.  '■  II hether  minifters  going  in  fuch  apparel  as  the  papifts  ufed, 
oulbt  f°  he  condemned  of  any  preacher  for  fo  doing ? 
fffaf  “  We  judge  no  man;  to  his  own  mafter  he  ftands  or  falls. 

Queit.  9.  “  Whether  fuch  preachers  ought  to  be  reformed,  or  retrained, 

or  no? 

Anfw.  _  “  Irenceus  will  not  have  brethren  reftrained  from  brotherly 
“  communion  for  diversity  in  ceremonies,  provided  there  be  unity  of  faith 

and  charity ;  and  it  is  to  be  wifhed  that  there  may  be  the  like  charitable 
“  permiffon  among  usd’ 

1  o  thefe  anfw  ers,  our  divines  fubjoined  fome  other  auguments  againfl 
^eanng  and  enforc  ng  the  habits;  as,  (1.)  Apparel  ought  to  be  worn  as 
meat  ought  to  be  eaten;  but  according  to  St.  Paul ,  meat  offered  to  idols 
ought  not  to  be  eaten,  therefore  popifh  apparel  ought  not  to  be  worn.  (2.) 

/  e not  0fence  in  matters  of  mere  indifference,  therefore 

the  bipops  who  are  of  this  opinion  ought  not  to  enforce  the  habits.  (3.) 
Popifh  garments  have  many  fuperftitious  myftical  figniheations,  for  which 
purpofe  they  are  confecrated  by  the  papifts;  we  ought  therefore  to  confed¬ 
erate  tiiem  alio,  or  lay  them  wholly  afide.  (4.)  Our  miniftrations  are 
iuppofed  by  ionic  not  to  be  valid,  or  acceptable  to  God,  unlcfs  performed 
in  popilb  apparel ;  and  this  being  a  prevailing  opinion,  we  apprehend  it 
highly  neeeffary  to  difabufe  the  people.  (5.)  Things  indifferent  ought 
not  to  be  made  neceffary,  becaufe  then  they  change  their  nature,  and  we 
lo>e  our  chriitian  liberty.  (6.)  If  we  are  bound  to  wear  popifh  apparel 
a  hen  commanded,  we  may  be  obliged  to  have  fhaven  crowns,  and  to  make 
me  0/  oil,  ipittle,  cream,  and  all  the  reft  of  the  papiflical  additions  to  the 
ordinances  of  Chrift.  ’  - 


r 


* 


CHAP.  IV. 


OF  THE  PURITANS.  1 85 

head  of  the  commiffion,  would  abate  nothing;  for  on  the 
29th  of  April,  1561,  he  told  them  peremptorily  in  open  court, 
that  they  fliould  conform  to  the  habits;  that  is,  to  wear 
the  fquare  cap  and  no  hats  in  their  long  gowns',  to  wear  the 
furplice  with  non-regents'  hoods  in  the  choirs ,  according  to 
antient  cuflom ;  and  to  communicate  kneeling  in  wafer  bread ; 
or  elfe  they  (liould  part  with  their  preferment.  rl  o  which 
our  divines  replied,  that  their  confcienccs  could  not  comply 
with  thefe  injunctions,  be  the  event  what  it  might.*  Upon 
this  they  were  both  put  under  confinement;  but  the  fiorm 
fell  chiefly  upon  Sampfon ,  who  was  detained  in  prifon  a 
confiderable  time,  as  a  terror  to  others;  and  by  i pedal 
order  from  the  Queen,  was  deprived  of  his  dcanry;  nor 
could  he  ever  obtain,  after  this,  any  higher  preferment  in 
the  church,  than  the  government  of  a  poor  hofpital.§ 
Humphreys' s  place  was  not  at  the  Queen’s  dilpofal;  how¬ 
ever  he  durft  not  return  to  Oxford ,  even  alter  he  had  obtained 
his  releafe  out  of  prifon,  but  retired  to  one  Mrs.  IVarcup* s 
in  Berkjhirc ,  a  mofl  devout  woman,  who  had  run  all  hazards 
for  harbouring  the  perfecuted  proteftants  in  the  late  times: 
From  hence  he  wrote  a  mofl.  excellent  letter  to  the  Queen, 
in  which  he  “  befeeches  her  maj city’s  favour  about  the 
“  habits,  forafmuch  as  flic  well  knew  that  the  controverfy 
<c  was  about  things  in  their  own  nature  indifferent,  and  in 
“  which  liberty  of  confcience  ought  not  to  be  reltrained, 
46  He  proteffs  his  own  and  his  brethren’s  loyalty,  and  then 
expoftulates  with  her  majefty,  why  her  mercy  fliould  be 
flint  againff  them,  when  it  was  open  to  all  others?  Did 
{lie  fay  flie  would  not  yield  to  fubje&s?  Yet  (lie  might 
fc  fpare  miferable  men.  W ould  flie  not  refeind  a  publick 

*  Life  of  Parker,  p.  185.* 

^  Mr.  Neal  appears  not  to  have  known,  that  Mr.  Sampfon  was  alfo  ap¬ 
pointed  a  prebendary  in  St.  Paul's  cathedral,  and  was  permitted  by  the 
Queen  to  be  a  theological  lecturer  in  Whittingdon  college  in  London. — 
And  in  juftice  to  Archbifliop  Parker ,  it  fliould  be  added,  that  fome  favour, 
tho’  it  does  not  appear  what,  was  on  his  application  granted  to  Mr.  Sampfon, 
by  the  chapter  of  Chrift  church,  and  he  alfo  ltrongly  folicited  the  fccretary, 
V  that  as  the  Queen’s  pleafure  had  been  executed  upon  him  for  example  to 
the  terror  of  others,  it  might  yet  be  mollified  to  the  commendation  of 

**  her  cfe*aency.’’~ - Britifh  Biography,  vol.iii.  p.  20,  note  and  p.  22. 

Warner’s  Eccleliaftical  Hiftory,  vol.ii.  p.  433 .  Ed. 
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Z  .  Yct  fll,e  mi"ht  relax  and  fofpend.  Would  foe  not 
ct  .uke  a^'ay  a  aw:,  P  et  foe  might  grant  a  toleration.  Was 

t.  11  nf-at  t?  mciulSe  fome  men’s  affec-tions?  Yet  it  was 
'  molt  lit  and  equal  not  to  force  the  minds  of  men.  He 

te  gepfore  eameftly  befeeched  her  to  conlider  the  maielty 
£.  glorious  gofpel,  the  equity  of  the  caufe,  the  few- 

'  Ilei®  or  tile  labourers,  the  greatnefs  of  the  harveft,  the 
it  midtltyde  of  the  tares,  and  the  heavinefs  of  the  punifo- 
men-..^  Humphreys  made  fo  many  friends  at  court,  that 
ft  length  he  obtained  a  toleration,  but  had  no  preferment 
in  the  church,  till  ten  or  twelve  years  after,  when  he  was  per- 
Juaaed  to  wear  the  habits.*  For  although  the  bifoop  of 
h  mehejier  prefented  him  to  a  fmall  living  within  the  dioceie 
f  Salisbury,  Jewel  refufed  to  admit  him,  and  faid  he  was 
determined  to  abide  by  his  refolution  till  he  had  good  affu- 
ranee  of  his  conformity.  The  Oxford  hiflorianf  fays,  Dr. 
Humphreys  was  a  moderate,  confcientious  non-conformift, 
a  great  and  general  fcholar,  an  able  linguift,  a  deep 
drvme ;  and  that  for  his  excellency  of  Me,  exactnefs  of 
ir.vtuod,  and  fubfcance  or  matter  in  his  writings,  he  wrent 
beyond  molt  of  our  theologifk.g 

As  barn pf on  was  thus  deprived,  fo  -were  others  who  would 
not  enter  into  bonds  to  wear  the  fquare  cap.  |  Of  this 
number  was  George  Withers ,  a  man  of  good  learning, 
preacher  of  Bury  St.  Edmonds ,  in  Suffolk',  but  at  the  preffing 


MS.  p.  S,  3.  S'trype  s  Annals,  vol.  ii.  p.  aci.  Life  of  Parker,  p. 
tSc.  f  Athen.  Ox.  p.  z4z.  F 


§  “  That  Dr.  Humphreys's  want  of  preferment,  till  1576,  was  owin°-  to 
Jiis  puritanical  principles  is  evident  (fays  Mr.  Neal  in  his  Review)  from 
the  .  tefiirnonv  of  Lord  Burleigh  and  Mr.  Stryfie,  whole  words  are  thefe;” 

In  tne  la..et  cndoi  the  year  1  he  (Lord  B urleigtp  did  Humphreys  the 
honour  to  v,  1  itc  to  aim,  hinting  that  his  non-conformity  seemed  to  be 
the  chief  impediment  of  his  PREFERMENT,  the  dpueen,  and J'ome  other 
honourable  per fons  at  court ,  conf dering  him  as  forgetful  of  bis  duty  in  difob  ey- 
ing  her*  my  audit  on  s .  i  his  impediment  being  furmounted,  to  whatever  con-? 
d  derations  or  influence  it  was  owing,  he  was  made  dean  of  Gloucefter ,  and 
afterwards  dean  of  Winch  eft  er.  This  laft  dignity  and  his  profefforfhip, 
notwithstanding  his  non-fubferibing.  Fuller  fays,  he  held  as  long  as  he 
lived.  But  ^ then  it  appears  by  Strype ,  that  the  Lord  Treafurcr  was  his 
particular  friend,  and  had  prevailed  with  him  to  wear  the  habits.” 

Maddox's  Vindication,  p.  324,  5^  and  Neal’s  Review,  p,  898.  Ed, 

|j  Life  of  Parker,  p.  187,  192,  199. 
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inftances  of  the  people,  he  fent  a  letter  to  the  archbifhop 
to  let  him  know,  he  would  rather  ftrain  his  confcience  a 
little,  than  difcourage  the  godly,  or  let  the  wicked  have  their 
mind.  He  afterwards  preached  at  Cambridge ,  and  prefled 
the  univerfity  to  deftroy  the  fuperftitious  paintings  in  the 
glafs  windows,  which  occalioned  feme  diforder;  upon  which, 
not  long  after,  he  travelled  to  Geneva ,  Zurich ,  and  other 
places,  and  after  fome  years,  returned  and  became  parifli 
minifter  of  Danbury  in  Effex ,  fubmitting  to  the  rites  for 
peace  fake,  though  he  did  not  approve  of  them,  which 
was  the  cafe  of  many  others. 

While  the  cafe  of  the  Oxford  divines  was  under  confide- 
ration,  his  grace  was  confulting  how  to  reduce  the  London 
Puritans:  He  was  afraid  to  prefs  them  with  the  Advertife- 
ments,  becaule  the  Queen  could  not  be  prevailed  with  to 
put  the  feai  to  them;  he  therefore  fent  them  again  to  the 
Secretary  with  a  letter  to  the  Queen,  praying,  “  That  if  not 
<c  all,  yet  at  leafl  thofe  articles  that  related  to  the  apparel 
“  might  be  returned  with  fome  authority.”*  But  the  Queen 
was  firm  to  her  former  refolution;  file  would  give  no  au¬ 
thority  to  the  Advertife?nents\  but,  to  fupport  her  com- 
millioners,  ifliied  a  proclamation,  peremptorily  requiring 
uniformity  in  the  habits,  upon  pain  of  prohibition  from 
preachings  and  deprivation . 

Hereupon  the  archbilhop  confulted  with  men  learned  in 
the  civil  law,  what  method  to  proceed  in;  and  then  con¬ 
cluded,  with  the  confent  of  the  reft  of  the  commiflioners, 
to  fummons  the  whole  body  of  paftors  and  curates,  within 
the  city  of  London ,  to  appear  at  Lambeth ,  and  to  examine 
every  one  of  them  upon  this  queftion,  Whether  they  would 
promife  conformity  to  the  apparel  eftabhjhed  by  law ,  and  tejlify 
the  fame  by  fubfeription  of  their  hands ?  Thofe  who  demurred 
were  immediately  to  be  fufpended,  and  after  three  months 
deprived  of  their  livings,  d  o  prepare  the  way  for  this 
general  citation,  it  was  thought  proper,  firft  to  fummon  the 
Reverend  Mr.  John  Fox  the  martyrologift,  that  the  reputa* 
tion  of  his  great  piety  might  give  the  greater  countenance 
|o  the  proceedings  of  the  commiffioners;  but  when  they 

*  Life  of  Parker,  p.  212,  214.. 

called 
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called  upon  him  to  fubfcribe,  he  took  his  Greek  Teftament 


CC 


Ci 


cut  of  his  pocket,,  and  fa.id,  2  o  this  I  will  fubfcribe.  And 
when  they  offered  him  the  canons,  he  refufed,  faying,  I  have 
nothing  in  the  church  but  a  prebend  in  Salifbury,  and  much 
good  may  it  do  you  if  you  take  it  from  me.  But  the  coim 
miilioners  had  not  courage  enough  to  deprive  a  divine  of 

io  much  merit,  who  held  up  the  ^flres  of  Smithfeld  before 
their  eyes, 

1  fie  26th  of  March  being  the  day  appointed  for  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  the  London  clergy,  the  archbifhop  defined  the  fecre- 
tarj  of  flare,  with  fome  of  the  nobility  and  Queen’s  council, 
to  countenance  the  proceedings  of  the  commiffioners  with 
their  prefence,  but  they  refufed  to  be  concerned  in  fuch  dif- 
agreeable  work.  Vv lieu  the  miniilers  appeared  in  court, 
Mr.  Thomas  Cole,  a  clergyman,  being  placed  by  the  fide  of 
the  commiffioners  m  prieflly  apparel,  the  bifhop’s  chancellor 
from  the  bench  addreffed  them  in  thefe  words:  “  My 
mailers,  and  ye  mmifters  of  London ,  the  Council’s  pleafure 
is,  that  ftrictly  ye  keep  the  unity  of  apparel,  like  this 
man  who  Hands  here  canonically  habited  with'  a  fquare 
cap,  a  fcholar’s  gown  prieft-like,  a  tippet;  and  in  the 
church  a  linen  furplice.  Ye  that  will  fubfcribe,  write 
Ci  vo  1,0;  thofe  that  will  not  fubfcribe,  write  nolo:  be 
*’  brief,  make  no  words.”  When  fome  of  the  clergy  offered 
to  fpeak,  he  interrupted  them,  and  cried,  Peace,  peace. — 
Apparitor,  call  over  the  churches,  and  ye  mailers  anfwer 
presently  fub  pxna  contemptusf  Great  w7as  the  anguifh  and 
dif|refs  of  thofe  miniilers,  who  cried  out  for  compaffion  to 
themfelves  and  families,  faying,  We  jhall  be  killed  in  our  fouls 
for  this  pollution  of  ours.  After  much  perfuafion  and  many 
threatnings,  fixty-one  out  of  a  hundred  were  prevailed  with 
to  fubfcribe,  and  thirty-feven  abfolutelv  refufed;  of  which 
lafr  number,  as  the  archbifliop  acknowledged,  were  the  beff, 
and  fome  preachers. r  Thefe  were  immediately  fufpended, 
and  put  from  ail  manner  of  miniftry,  with  fignification,  that 
if  they  did  not  conform  within  three  months  they  were  to 
be  deprived.  The  archbifhop  imagined  that  their  behaviour 
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f  Life  of  Grmdal,  p.  98.  Strype’s  Annals,  p,  465. 
*  Life  of  Packer.  p,  215. 
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would  have  Keen  rough  and  clamorous,  but,  contrary  to  his 

expeditions,  it  was  reafonable,  quiet,  and  modch.. 

The  minifters  gave  in  a  paper  of  reatons  [ice  uelof» 
refufing  the  apparel.  § 


\v]  for 

To 


$  Reasons  grounded  upon  the  Scriptures,  whereby *ve  arejcr- 

^  fuaded  not  to  admit  the  ufe  of  the  outward  apparel ,  and  tmmjlering 
garments  oj  the  Pope  s  (jhuich, 

ift  Our  Saviour  faith,  “  Take  heed  that  you  contemn  not  one  of  thefr 
«  little  ones;  for  he  that  offendeth  one  of  thefc  little  ones  tnat  bclieveth 
-  in  me,  it  were  good  for  him  that  a  milftone  were  hanged  about  his  neck, 

*e  and  that  he  were  drowned  in  the  depth  of  the  fea.  °  w 

fit  tie  ones  in  Chrift,  is  to  fpenk  or  do  any  thing  whereby  the  fimple  C  nridians 
may  take  occafion  either  to  like  that  which  is  evil*  or  to  miilike  tnat  w  hick 
is  aood.  Now  for  us  to  admit  the  ufe  of  thefe  things  may  occahon  thu 
nuf chief  therefore  in  confenting  to  them  we  fhould  offend  many  of  theic 

^Further,  St.  Paul  faith,  «  If  any  man  that  is  infirm  fhall  fee  thee  that 
Cf  haft  knowledge  fitting  at  meat  at  the  idols  table,  will  not  his  conicience 
<<  be  ftirred  up  to  eat  that  which  is  offered  to  idols  ?  And  fo  the  weak  oro- 
((  ther,  for  whom  Chrift  died,  fhall  perifh  in  thy  knowledge;  and  in  finning 
(i  after  this  fort  a^ainft  the  brethren,  and  wounding  tneir  weak  confidences, 
<f  ye  do  fin  againft  Chrift.”  I  Cor.  viii.  io,  1 1,  12.  This  place proveth, 
that  whatfoever  is  done  by  him  that  has  knowledge,  01  feems  to  haven,  m 
fuchfort  that  he  may  feem  to  allow  that  as  good,  which  in  itfelf  cannot  be 
other  than  evil*  is  an  occafion  for  the  weak  to  allow  and  approve  of  tne 
thing  that  is  evil,  and  tomifiike  that  that  is  good,  though  the  doing  it  tn 
indifferent  of  itfelf  m  him  that  has  knowledge.  1  o  let  at  tne  idols  table, 
or  to  eat  things  offered  to  idols,  is  in  him  that  has  knowledge  a  thing  in¬ 
different,  for  he  knows  that  the  idol  is  nothing,  and  that  every  creature 
of  Gcd  is  good,  and  to  be  received  with  thanksgiving  without  afking 
any  cjueflions  for  confcience  fake.  But  to  do  tms  111  the  pn  fence  of  iu,n 
that  thinks  that  none  can  do  fo,  but  he  muft.be  partaker  of  idolatry,  is  to 
encourage  him  to  like  idolatry,  and  to  miilike  the  true  fervice  or  God; 
for  none  can  like  both.  Now  the  cafe  of  eating  and  drinking,  and  of 
wearing  apparel,  is  in  this  point  the  fame;  for  though  to  wear  the  outward 
and  miniftering  garments  of  the  pope’s  church  is  in  itfelf  indifferent,  yet 
to  wear  them  in  prefence  of  the  infirm  and  weak  brethren,  who  do  not 
underhand  the  indifference  of  them,  may  occafion  them  to  like  the  pomp 
of  the  pope’s  miniftration,  which  of  itfelt  is  evil,  and  to  miilike  the  fimple 

niiniftration  of  Chrift,  which  in  itfelf  is  good.  ^  ^ 

“  idly .  We  may  not  ufe  any  thing  that  is  repugnant  to  Chrifian  Liberty* 
nor  maintain  an  opinion  of  holinefs  where  none  is;  nor  confent  to  idolatry , 
nor  denv  the  truth,  nor  difeourage  the  godly,  and  encourage  the  wicked ; 
nor  deftroy  the  church  of  God,  which  we  are  bound  to  edify,  nor  (hew 
difobedience  where  God  commanded  us  to  obey;  all  which  we  fhould  do, 
if  we  ihould  confent  to  wear  the  outward  and  miniftering  garments  of  the 

pope’s 
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from°  ;J;eIr  ^ration  and  every  thing  elfe  that  was  offered, 

nvinv  dr?rr  °f  ?e  reformat>on,  and  the  ruin  of  fo 
-any  poor  families;  the  commiffioners  replied,  it  was  not 

their  buiinefs  to  argue  and  debate,  but  to  execute  the 

Queen’s 

pope  s  church;  as  appears  by  the  following-  paflages  of  ferinture*  Pv  Pr 
f  exhortatton,  Gal.  v.  «  Stand  fiftf^he  if  «y  S&SriJ 

tZrK*  T7'c  °f  9;“.  nbh.  »::'r3 

Pharifees  h”d  in  <,  r  ^  es  maintain  an  opinion  of  hohnefs  which  the 
r  nan  lees  had  n  voajhtng  bands :  By  the  doftrine  of  St.  Paul  2  Co-  vi  ,r 

» -‘i  ;  t“  "r,";™  r 

•  -By  tne  example  o,  Daniel ,  ch.  vi.  who,  making  his  nraver  m 

towar«b°rw  /t0  tfi,%C,0m“a7dn‘ent  °f  the  KinS>  fet  opfn  hiSP window 
ton  ards  / left  he  might  ieem  to  deny  his  profeffion,  or  confent  to 

the  wicked:  By  the  example  of  St.  /W,  "who  rebuked  fvhr  ft'amlv 

ecauiL  he  did  by  his  diflimulation  difeourage  the  godly  that  from  amonn 

the  heathen  were  converted  to  Chrift,  lad  eLourage  the  fu3 

J'C  c’'tr '  ‘  nd  again«  ky  his  doctrine,  2  Cor.  xiii,  where  he  teacheth 
ul  minifters  have  power  to  edify,  but  not  to  deftroy.  It  is  farther  evident’ 
front  the  examples  of  the.  patriarchs  and  propheis,  who  in  Sg 

conclude"  f  “b  Ca  fd  ceremonies  of  the  idolatrous:  And  to 
reM  ^tl  Tv  /  and  example  of  Peter  and  John,  Afts  iv.  who 

Chrift  haid  S  '  co“4f  nt  of  the  rulers,  in  ceafing  to  preach 
U  111ft,  laid,  Whetner  it  be  right  m  tne  fight  of  God  to  obey  you  rather 

than  God,  be  you  yourfelves  judges  ”  7  7 

fcASS*'  pr°°f  we  ***** ,he  »d  p»««  rf 

idol,  rZiUf>an’  m  hlstook,t  Cafon?Mil‘tis’  compares  thofemen  to  dumb 

o  ’  Z /  WMr  aA  thl,ng  lke  me  deckinS  of  the  idols‘  -Again,  he  faith, 
httn, delta  recumbere ■ahenum  eft  a  fide,  quid  in  idoli  babitu  videri?  If  it 

be  amatter  of  infidelity  to  fit  at  the  idols  feafts,  what  is  to  be  feen  in  the 
iiabit  or  apparel  of  the  idol? 

D' ln,fds  f6th.  ePlft!e  t0  Caf  Janus,  warneth  him  not  to  fall 
on  the  yW  day,  left  thereby  he  might  feem  to  confent  with  the  wicked 
Manic  frees. 

:;,fhe  f°crth  council  of  Toletane ,  [Toledo]  canon  5  th,  to  avoid  confent 

T‘tb  hercl’ckl’  decreed,  that  m  baptifm  the  body  of  the  baptized  Ihould  be 
but  once  dipped.  r 

“The  great  Clerk  Ongen,  as  Epiphanius  writeth,  Tom .  I.  B.  2.  H^reE 

64,  becaufe  he  delivered  Palm  to  thofe  that  offered  to  the  image  of  Seraph, 

altnough  he  openly  faid,  Venite  acclpite  non  frondes  fimulachri  fed  frondes 

C  hrifti ;  “Come  and  receive  the  boughs,  not  of  the  image  but  of  Chrift-” 

yet  was  he  for  this,  and  luch  like  doings,  excommunicated  and  call  out  of 

tne  churen,  oy  tliofe  martyrs  and  confeffors  that  were  at  Athens 

»  In  the  tripartite  hiftory,  B.  6.  chap.  30,  it  is  faid,  that  the  chriftian 

joldiers,  wlio  by  the  fubtlety  of  Julian  were  brought  to  offer  incenfe  to  the 

idol,  when  they  perceived  their  fault,  ran  forth  into  the  flreets,  pro- 

ieffing  the  religion  of  Chrift,  teftifying  themfelves  to  be  Chriftians,  and 

confeffing 
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Queen’s  injunctions.  Archbifliop  Parker  feemed  pleafed  with 
the  refolution  of  his  chancellor,  and  laid,  u  That  he  did 
not  doubt,  when  the  minifters  had  felt  the  fmart  of  po 
verty  and  want,  they  would  comply;  for  the  wood  ffays 

“  he) 


confeffing  that  their  hands  had  offended  unadvifedly,  but  that  now  they 
were  ready  to  give  their  whole  bodies  to  the  moft  cruel  torments  and  pains 
for  Chrift. 

“  Further,  to  prove  that  Wearing  the  minifiring  garments  of  the  pope’s 
church,  is  to  confirm  the  opinion  of  the  necejjify  and  holinefs  of  the  fame, 
and  to  fhew  confent  to  idolatry,  let  it  be  remembered  that  the  firft  devifers 
of  them  have  taught,  that  of  necejpty  they  muji  he  had ;  and  have  made 
laws  to  punifh anddeprive  thole  that  had  them  not;  as  appears  in  the  pon¬ 
tifical  de  Clerico  faciendo ,  that  is,  of  the  ordering  of  a  clerk ,  where  the 
furpllce  is  termed  the  habit  or  garment  of  the  holy  religion.  And  Du- 
randus ,  in  his  3d  book,  entitled  Rationale  Di-vi  nor,  calls  it  the  linen 
garment  which  thole  men  that  arc  occupied  in  any  manner  at  the  fervice  of 
the  altar  and  holy  things,  muft  wear  over  their  common  apparel. 

“  Lind-wood  alfo,  in  his  confutations  for  the  province  of  England ,  de 
Habitu  Clericali,  affirms  the  necejpty  of  this  habit ;  fo  does  Ottobonus  and 
others,  appointing  grievous  puniihments  for  thofe  that  refufe  to  wear  them; 
yea,  and  the  pontifical  teaches,  that  when  a  clerk  has  by  murder,  or  other- 
wife,  deferved  to  die,  he  muft  be  degraded,  by  plucking  violently  from 
him  thofe  garments  with  thefe  words,  Authoritale  Dei  Omnipotent!; ,  Patris, 
Filii,  and  Spiritus  Sanfii,  Sc c.  “  By  the  authority  of  almighty  God, 
“  Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghoft,  and  by  our  authority,  we  take  from  thee 
“  the  habit  of  the  clergy,  and  we  make  thee  naked  and  bare  of  the  oma- 
“  menu  of  religion;  and  we  do  depofe,  degrade,  ipoil,  and  ftrip  thee  of 
“  thy  clergy  order,  benefice,  and  privilege;  and  as  one  that  is  unworthy 
“  of  the  profeffion  of  a  clerk,  we  bring  thee  back  again  into  the  fervitude 

and  fhame  of  the  fecular  habit. ” 

“  Thefe  things  being  thus  weighed,  with  the  warning  that  St.  Paul 
giveth,  1  ThefT.  chap.  v.  where  he  commands  us  to  abflain  from  all  ap¬ 
pearance  of  e-vil,  we  cannot  but  think  that  in  ufmg  of  thefe  things  we  iliouid 
beat  back  thofe  that  are  coming  from  fu  per  flit  ion,  and  confirm  thofe  that 
are  grown  in  fuperftition,  and  confequentlv  overthrow  that  which  we  have 
been  labouring  to  build,  and  incur  the  danger  of  that  horrible  curie  that 
our  Saviour  has  pronounced,  It  0  to  the  ‘■world  becaufe  of  cjfc7ices . 

“  Knowing  therefore  how  horrible  a  thing  it  is  to  fall  into  the  hands  of 
the  living  God,  by  doing  that  which  our  confidences  (grounded  upon  the 
truth  of  God’s  word,  and  the  example  and  dodlrine  of  ancient  fathers) 
do  tell  us  were  evil  done,  and  to  the  great  diferediting  of  the  truth  whereof 
we profefs  to  be  teachers;  we  have  thought  good  to  yield  ourlelves  into 
the  hands  of  men,  to  fuller  whatfoever  God  hath  appointed  us  to  fuller, 
for  the  preferring  of  the  commandments  of  God  and  a  clear  confidence, 
before  the  commandments  of  men ;  in  complying  with  which  we  cannot  efcape 
the  condemnation  of  our  confidences;  keeping  always-  in  memory  that 
mg  of  John  in  his  firft  cpiftle.  If  our  confidence  condemn 
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“  he)  is  yet  but  green."*  He  declared  further,  that  he  was 
fully  bent  to  go  through  with  the  work  he  had  begun;  and 
the  rather,  becaufe  the  Queen  would  have  him  try  with  his 
own  authority  what  he  could  do  for  order.  This  raifed  his 
ambition,  and  put  him  upon  ioliciting  the  fecretary  of  hate 
by  letter  for  his  countenance;  in  one  of  which  he  tells  him, 
that  “  If  he  was  ?iot  better  back'd  there  would  be  fewer 
“  Winchefters,  as  is  defiredf  referring  to  Stephen  Gardiner, 
the  bloody,  perfecting  Bilhop  of  Winchefter  in  Queen 
Mary's  reign ;  “  but  for  my  part  (fays  he)  fo  that  my  prince 
“  may  win  honour,  I  will  be  very  gladly  the  rock  of  offence ; 
“  fince  the  Lord  is  my  helper ,  l  will  not  fear  what  man  can  do 
“  to  me-,"  nor  will  I  be  amufed  or  daunted  Fremat  Mundus 
“  ruat  Caelum."  \  Thefe  were  the  weapons,  and  this  the 
language,  of  one  whom  Mr.  Strype  calls  the  mild  and  gentle 
archbifhop! 

The  non-conformifls  had  jailer  thoughts  of  him;  he  was 
at  the  head  of  all  their  fufferings,  and  puihed  them  forward 
with  unrelenting  vigour.  The  Queen  might  have  been 
foftened ;  the  fecretary  of  hate  and  courtiers  declared  they 
could  not  keep  pace  with  him;  Grindal  relented,  and  the 
Bilhop  of  Durham  declared  he  would  rather  lay  down  his 
bifhoprick  than  fuffer  fuch  proceedings  in  his  diocefe.  But 
Parker  was  above  thefe  reproaches,  and  inftead  of  relaxing, 
framed  fuch  injunctions  for  the  London  clergy  as  had  never 
been  heard  of  in  a  proteftant  kingdom,  or  a  free  government. 
The  commilfioners  obliged  every  clergyman  that  had  cure  of 

us,  God  is  greater  than  our  confcience:”  And  not  forgetting  the  faying 
of  the  Pfalmift,  “  It  is  good  to  truft  in  the  Lord,  and  not  totruft  in  man/* 
Pfal.  cxviii.  €f  It  is  good  to  trull  in  the  Lord,  and  not  to  trull  in  princes/' 
And  again,  Pfal.  cxlvi.  “  Trull  not  in  princes,  nor  in  the  children  of 
“  men,  in  whom  there  is  no  health,  whole  fpirit  lhall  depart  out  of  them, 
and  they  lhall  return  to  the  earth  from  whence  they  came,  and  in  that 
“  day  all  their  devices  lhall  come  to  nought,” 

*  #  O 

“  Not  defpifing  men  therefore,  but  trufling  in  God  only,  we  feek  to 
ferve  him  with  a  clear  confcience,  fo  long  as  we  lhall  live  here,  alluring 
ourfelves  that  thofe  things  that  we  lhall  luffer  for  doing  fo,  lhall  be  a 
teftimony  to  the  world,  that  great  reward  is  laid  up  for  us  in  Heaven, 
where  we  doubt  not  but  to  red  for  ever,  with  them  that  have  before  our 
days  differed  for  the  like.”  MS. penes  me,  p.  57,  &c. 

*  Life  of  Parker,  p.  215.  f  Life  of  Parker,  p.  219,  220,  & c. 
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fouls  to  fwear  obedience,  1 .  To  all  the  Queen’s  injunctions 
and  letters  patents.  2.  To  all  letters  from  the  lords  of  the 
privy  council.  3.  To  the  articles  and  injunctions  of  their 
metropolitan.*  4.  To  the  articles  and  mandates  of  their 
bilhop,  archdeacon,  chancellors,  fomners,  receivers,  &c. 
And  in  a  word,  to  be  fubjeft  to  the  controul  of  all  their  fu- 
periours  with  patience.  §  To  gird  thefe  injunftions  clofe 
upon  the  Puritans,  there  was  appointed  in  every  parilh  four 
or  eight  cenfors,  fpies,  or  jurats,  to  take  cognizance  of 
all  offences  given  or  taken.  Thefe  were  under  oath  enjoined 
to  take  particular  notice  of  the  conformity  of  the  clergy 
and  of  the  parifhioners,  and  to  give  in  their  prefentments 
when  required;  fo  that  it  was  impoffible  for  an  honeft  pu¬ 
ritan  to  efcape  the  high  commiffion. 

By  thefe  methods  of  feverity,  religion  and  virtue  were  dif- 
countenanced  for  the  fake  of  their  pretended  ornaments;  the 
confciences  of  good  men  were  entangled,  and  the  reformation 
expofed  to  the  utmoft  hazard. j-  Many  churches  were  fhut 
up  in  the  city  of  London  for  want  of  minifters,  to  the  grief 
of  all  good  men,  and  the  inexpreffible  pleafure  of  the  papifts, 
who  rejoiced  to  fee  the  reformers  weakening  their  own 
hands,  by  filencing  fuch  numbers  of  the  molt  ufeful  and 
popular  preachers,  while  the  country  was  in  diftrefs  for 
want  of  them.  Bilhop  Sandy's ,  in  one  of  his  fermons  before 
the  Queen  fome  years  after,  tells  her  majefty,  66  That  many 
“  of  her  people,  efpecially  in  the  northern  parts,  perifhed 
u  for  want  of  hiving  food.  Many  there  are  (fays  he)  that 

hear  not  a  fermon  in  fevqn  years,  I  might  fafely  fay  in 
“  feventeen:  Their  blood  will  be  required  at  fome-body’s 
“  hands.”  j| 

But  to  make  thorough  work  with  the  refufers  of  the  habits , 
the  archbilhop  called  in  all  licences,  according  to  the  Adver- 
tifements ,  and  appointed  all  preachers  throughout  his  whole 
province  to  take  out  new  ones ;  this  was  to  reach  thofe  who 


*  Strype’s  Ann.  p.  463. 

§  Dr.  Warner  calls  this  an  oath  of  a  molt  extraordinary  nature  under 
a  free  government,  and  adds,  <c  with  this  unrelenting  rigour  did  the  arch- 
biftiop  carry  on  the  feverity  againft  the  Puritans,  and  almoft  he  alone.” 
Ecclefiaftical  Hiftory,  vol.  ii.  p.  435. 

f  Life  of  Parker,  p.  224.  ||  Life  of  Grindal,  p.  99.  Pierce,  p.  52. 

Vox*.  L  O  were 
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were  neither  incumbents,  nor  curates,  in  pari  fires,  but  lec» 
turers  or  occafional  preachers.  All  parfons  and  curates 
were  forbid  to  differ  any  to  preach  in  their  churches  upon 
any  former  licences  given  by  the  archbifhop;  and  fuch  as 
took  out  new  licences  bound  themfelves  for  the  future,  not 
to  dldurb  thepublick  efiablilhment,  or  vary  from  it.  And 
becaufe  fome,  when  they  had  been  difcharged  from  their 
miniftry  in  one  diocefe  for  non-conformity,  got  a  fettlement 
in  another,  it  was  now  appointed  that  fuch  curates  as  came 
out  of  other  diocefes  fhould  not  be  allowed  to  preach  with¬ 
out  letters  teftimonial  from  the  ordinary  where  they  lad 
ferved.  But  thofe  Puritans  who  could  not  with  a  good 
confcience  take  out  new  licences  kept  their  old  ones,  and 
made  the  beft  ufe  of  them  they  could.-}-  “  They  travelled 
“  up  and  down  the  countries  from  church  to  church,  preach- 
“  ing  where  they  could  get  leave,  as  if  they  were  apodles;” 
fays  Bifhop  Jewel  and  fo  they  were  with  regard  to 
their  poverty,  for  filver  and  gold  they  had  none:  But  his 
lordlliip  adds,  “  And  they  take  money  for  their  labours.” 
An  unpardonable  crime!  that  honed  men  of  a  liberal  edu¬ 
cation,  that  had  parted  with  their  livings  in  the  church  for 
a  good  confcience,  fhould  endeavour  after  a  very  poor  man¬ 
ner  to  live  by  the  gofpel. 

There  was  dill  one  door  of  entrance  in  the  minidry  left 
open  to  the  Puritans,  which  the  archbidiop  ufed  all  his  fil¬ 
tered  to  fliut,  but  could  not  prevail.  It  was  a  privilege 
granted  the  univerfity  of  Cambridge  by  Pope  Alexander  VI. 
to  licenfe  twelve  miniders  yearly,  to  preach  any  where 
throughout  England ,  without  obtaining  licences  from  am  of 
the  bijhops.  The  bull  fays,  that  “  The  chancellor  of  'the 
“  univerfity  (who  was  then  Fijher  bilhop  of  Rochefler )  and 
“  his  fuccedors,  fliall  licenie  twelve  preachers  yearly,  under 
<£  the  common  feal  of  the  univerfity,  who  fliall  have  liberty 
<e  to  preach,  &c.  durante  vita  naturali.”  The  archbidiop 
fent  to  Secretary  Cecil  their  chancellor,  praying  him  to  fet 
afide  this  practice;  i.  Becaufe  the  prefent  licences  varied 
from  the  original  bull,  being  given  out  by  the  vice-chancellor, 
whereas  they  ought  to  be  in  the  name  of  the  chancellor 
only.  2.  Becaufe  it  was  unreafonable  to  give  licences 

f  Life  of  Parker,  p.  189. 
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durante  vita  natural /,  i.  e.  for  life ;  whereas  they  ought  to 
be  only  quam  diu  nobis  placuerint ,  and  dum  laudabiliter 
gefferint ,  i.  e.  during  our  pleafure ,  tfr  long  as  they  behave 
well  §  3.  But  that  which  troubled  the  archbifhop  mod, 

was  the  claufe  that  infringed  his  own  and  his  brethren’s 
jurifdiction,  that  they  might  preach  without  a  licence  fro?n 
any  of  the  bifops.  And  yet  this  claufe  is  in  the  letters  patent 
of  Queen  Elizabeth ,  granted  to  the  univerlity  for  this  pur- 
pole;  the  words  are,  Licentia  ordinariorum  locorum  fuper  hoc 
minime  requifita .  This  was  thought  infufferable;  the  vice- 
chancellor  therefore  was  fent  for  to  town  to  defend  the 
privilege  of  the  univerfity,  which  he  did  to  the  fatisfuftion  of 
the  chancellor;  but  the  archbifhop  was  fo  angry,  that  he 
declared  he  would  not  admit  any  of  their  licences  without 
the  chancellor' s  name;  nor  could  he  imagine  that  the  vice- 
chancellor,  by  his  pretended  experience  and  fkill  in  the  civil 
law,  could  inform  his  honour  of  any  thing,  that  he  was  not 
capable  of  anfwering.  But  here  his  grace  met  with  a  dif- 
appointment,  for  the  univerfity  retained  their  privilege,  and 
made  ufe  of  it  to  the  relief  of  the  Puritans.* 

In  the  Queen’s  progrefs  this  year,  [1565]  her  majefty  vifited 
the  univerfity  of  Cambridge ,  and  continued  there  five  days, 
being  entertained  by  the  fcholars  with  fpeeches  and  depu¬ 
tations.  On  the  3d  day  of  her  being  there,  fAug.  7.]  a 

§  Life  of  Parker,  p.  193. 

*  Bifhop  Madox  inveighs  againft  them  for  availing  themfelves  of  a  bull 
granted  by  the  Pope,  whom  they  affirmed  to  be  antichrift,  and  when  they 
loaded  the  queen  and  bifhops  with  heavy  acculations  as  encouragers  of 
popery.  The  jffihop’s  reflexions  are  alfo  pointed  againft  our  hiftorian  for 
mentioning  this  condud  without  a  cenfure.  To  which  Mr.  AW  replies, 
that  this  grant  from  Pope  Alexander  VI.  the  advantage  of  which  the  pu¬ 
ritans  enjoyed,  had  been  confirmed  to  the  univerfity  by  letters  patent  from 
Queen  Elizabeth  herfelf;  a  copy  of  which  may  be  feen  in  the  appendix 
to  Strype’s  Life  of  Arch.  Parker,  p.  69.  Mr.  Neal  alfo  properly  afks, 

“  Would  the  proteftants  in  France  have  fhut  up  their  churches,  if  the  an- 
**  tichriflian  powers  would  have  given  them  a  licence  to  preach?  Nay, 
would  they  not  have  preached  without  any  licence  at  all,  if  they  had 
not  been  dragooned  out  of  the  country  ?”  He  affierts  for  himfelf,  “  if  he 
“  were  a  miffionary,  and  could  fpread  the  chriflian  faith,  by  virtue  of  a 
licence  from  the  Pope,  or  the  Grand  Seignior,  or  the  Emperor  of  China , 

*c  in  their  dominions,  he  would  not  fcruple  to  accept  it,  but  be  thankful  to 
the  divine  providence  that  had  opened  fuch  a  door.” 

Appendix  to  the  Review. 

O  2  philofophy 
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pliiloiophy  aft  was  kept  by  Thomas  Byng,  of  Peter-houfc , 
on  thefe  two  queftions.  i  *  Whether  monarchy  be  not  the 
beft  form  of  government?  2.  .Whether  frequent  alterations 
of  the  laws  are  dangerous?  The  opponents  were  Mr.  Thomas 
Cartwright ,  fellow  of  Trinity  college,  Mr.  Chadderton ,  of 
S^ueens ,  Mr.  Prejion  and  Mr.  Clark ,  of  King's  college;  who 
performed  their  parts  to  the  fatisfaftion  of  the  Queen,  and 
the  whole  audience;  but  it  feems  Prejion  pleafed  her  ma- 
jefty  beft,  and  was  made  her  fcholar,  with  the  fettlement  of 
a  falary.  The  divinity  queftions  were,  i.  Whether  the 
authority  of  the  fcripture  is  greater  than  that  of  the  church? 
2.  Whether  the  civil  magiftrate  has  authority  in  ecclefiaftical 
affairs?  Thefe  were  the  tefts  of  the  times.  At  the  clofe 
of  the  difputation,  the  Queen  made  a  fliort  and  elegant 
oration  in  Latin ,  encouraging  the  fcholars  to  purfue  their 
ftudies,  with  a  promife  of  her  countenance  and  protection. 

But  this  learned  body  was  foon  after  thrown  into  con- 
fufion,  by  the  controverfy  of  the  habits ,  efpecially  of  the 
furplice.  Dr.  Longworth ,  mafter  of  St.  John's ,  being  abfent 
from  his  college,  the  ftudents  of  that  houfe  came  to  chapel 
on  a  feftival  day,  without  their  hoods  and  furplices,§  to  the 
number  of  300,  and  continued  to  do  fo  for  fome  time;  the 
mafter  at  his  return  making  no  complaint,  nor  attempting 
to  recover  them  to  uniformity.  In  Trinity  college,  all,* 
except  three,  declared  againft  the  furplice,  and  many  in 
other  colleges  were  ready  to  follow  their  example.  The 
news  of  this  being  fent  to  court,  it  was  eafy  to  forefee  an 
impending  ftorm:  feveral  members  of  the  univerfity  wrote 
to  the  fecretary,  humbly  befeeching  his  interceffion  with 
the  Queen,  that  they  might  not  be  forced  to  receive  a  popifti 
ceremony,  which  they  had  laid  afide;  affuring  him  before 
God,  that  nothing  but  reafon,  and  the  quiet  enjoyment  of 
their  confciences,  had  induced  them  to  do  as  they  had  done. 
But  Cecil  fent  them  an  angry  anfwer,  admonifliing  them  to 
return  quietly  to  the  habits,  as  they  had  ufed  them  before. 
He  alfo  wrote  to  the  vice-chancellor,  requiring  him  to  call 
together  the  heads  of  the  colleges,  and  let  them  know,* 
that  as  they  tendered  the  honour  of  God,  the  prefervanon 


§  However  they  had  worn  them  before.  Bifliop  Madox . 
*  By  the  iniligation  of  T.  Cartwright,  lb.  from  Strype, 
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of  Chriflian  unity,  the  reputation  of  the  univerfity,  the 
favour  of  the  Queen,  and  his  own  good-will  to  them,  they 
fhould  continue  the  ufe  of  the  habits. 

The  heads  of  colleges  being  fenfible  of  the  riik  the  uni- 
verlity  would  run  of  being  disfurnifhed  of  Undents,  if  the 
habits  were  preffed,  applied  again  to  their  chancellor  Cecil , 
to  intercede  with  the  Queen  for  a  difpenfation;  one  of  their 
letters  was  fignedby  the  mafler  of  Trinity  college,  Dr.  Beau - 
mont ,  who  had  been  an  exile,  John  Whitgift ,  afterwards  arch- 
bilhop  of  Canterbury ,  Roger  Kelk ,  mailer  of  Magdalen 
college,  Richard  Longwortb,  mafler  of  St.  John's,  Matthew 
Hutton ,  mailer  of  Pembroke- hall,  afterwards  archbifhop  of 
Tork ,  and  many  others;  in  their  letter  they  acquaint  his 
honour ,  44  That  a  great  many  perfons  in  the  univeriity,  of 

piety  and  learning,  were  fully  perfuaded  of  the  unlawfulness 
44  of  the  habits;  and  therefore  if  conformity  were  urged, 
iC  they  would  be  forced  to  defert  their  flations,  and  thus  the 
44  univerfity  would  be  flript  of  its  ornaments;  they  therefore 
64  give  it  as  their  humble  opinion,  that  indulgence  in  this 
44  matter  would  be  attended  with  no  inconveniencies;  but  on 
44  the  other  hand,  they  were  afraid  religion  and  learning 
44  would  fuffer  very  much  by  rigour  and  impofition.”*  This 
letter  was  refented  at  court,  and  efpecially  by  the  ecclefiajlical 
commijjion ;  Longworth ,  mafler  of  St.  John's,  was  fent  for 
before  the  commiffioners,  and  obliged  to  fign  a  recantation, 
and  read  it  publickly  in  the  church;  the  refl  made  their 
peace  by  letters  of  fubmiffion:  All  the  heads  of  colleges 
were  commanded  to  affifl  the  vice-chancellor  in  bringing 
the  fcholars  to  an  uniformity  in  the  habits,  which  neverthe- 
lefs  they  could  not  accomplifh  for  many  years.  Whitgift  y 
feeing  which  way  the  tide  of  preferment  ran,  drew  his  pen 
in  defence  of  the  hierarchy  in  all  its  branches,  and  became 
a  moll  potent  advocate  for  the  habits.  But  the  univeriity 
of  Cambridge  was  ftill  a  fanftuary  for  the  puritans. 

To  return  to  the  puritan  clergy:  April  2d,  Mr.  Crowley , 
the  fufpended  minifter  of  Cripplegatc,  feeing  a  corps  coming 
to  be  buried  at  his  church,  attended  with  clerks  in  their  fur- 
plices  fmging  before  it,  threatened  to  fliut  the  church  doors 

*  Life  of  Parker,  p.  194.  App.  p.  69. 
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againft  them;  but  the  Tinging  men  refilled,  refolving  to  <^0 
t  rough  with  their  work,  till  the  alderman’s  deputy  threat. 
ened  to  lay  them  by  the  heels  for  breaking  the  peace;  upon 
Winch  they  ihrunk  away,  but  complained  to  the  archbilhop, 
who  fending  for  Crowley ,  deprived  him  of  his  living,  and 
confined  him  to  his  houfe,  for  faying,  he  would  not  puffer  the 
wolf  to  come  to  his  flock.  He  alfo  bound  the  deputy  in  a 
hundred  pounds,  to  be  ready  when  he  fhall  be  called  for.§ 
This  Mr.  Crowley  was  a  learned  man,  and  had  been  an  exile 
in  Queen  Mary’s  days,  at  Frankfort ;  he  was  very  diligent 
m  diiputmg  againft  certain  priefts  in  the  T nver ,  and  took  a 
great  deal  of  pains  to  bring  them  over  to  their  allegiance 
to  the  Queen,  upon  the  principle  of  the  unlawfulnefs  of 
depofing  princes  upon  any  pretence  whatfoever.  He  wrote 
divers  learned  books,  and  died  a  non-conformift  in  the  year 
1588,  and  was  buried  in  the  churcn  of  Cripplegate ,  Among 
the  deprived  minijlers ,  fome  betook  themfelves  to  the  ftudy 
of  phyfick,  and  others  to  fecular  employments;  fome  went  into 
Scotland,  01  beyond  fea;  others  got  to  be  chaplains  in  gen« 
tlemen’s  families;  but  many  who"  had  large  families  were 
leducea  to  beggary.  Many  churches  were  now  ffiut  up, 
and  the  people  ready  to  mutiny  for  want  of  minifters.  Six 
hundied  perfons  came  to  a  church  in  Londo?i ,  to  receive  the 
communion  on  Falm-Sunday ,  but  the  doors  were  fhut,  there 
being  none  to  officiate.  The  cries  of  the  people  reached 
the  court;  tne  fecretary  wrote  to  the  archhifhop  to  fupplv 
the  churches,  and  reieafe  the  prifoners;  but  his  grace  was 
inexorable,  and  had  rather  the  people  ffiould  have  no  fer^ 
mons  or  lacraments,  than  have  them  without  the  fnrplice  and 
cap .  He  acquainted  the  fecretary  in  a  letter,  That  when 
“  Ae  Queen  put  him  upon  what  he  had  done,  he  told  her 
thatthefe  precife  folks  would  offer  their  goods  and  bodies 
to  pihon,  rather  than  relent;  and  her  highnefs  then  willed 
him  to  imprifon  them.*  He  confeffed,  that  there  were 
many  parifhes  unferved;  that  he  underwent  many  hard 
fpeeches,  and  much  refinance  from  the  people;  but 
nothing  more  than  was  to  be  expefted.  That  he  had 
fc  fent  his  chaplains  into  the  city,  to  ferve  in  fome  of  the 

a 
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«  „reat  parillies,  but  they  could  not  adminifter  the  facrament, 

<c  Jecaufe  the  officers  of  the  pariffi  had  provided  neither 
<4  furplice  not  wafer  bread.  That  on  Palm-Sunday ,  one  of 
“  his  chaplains  defigningto  adminiftcr  the  facrament  to  fome 
6C  that  defired  it,  the  table  was  made  ready,  but  while  he 
“  was  reading  the  chapter  of  the  pajfion,  one  of  the  parilhoners 
«  drew  from ’the  table  both  the  cup  and  the  wafer  bread, 

«  becaufe  the  bread  was  not  common ;  and  fo  the  people 
were  difappointed,  and  his  chaplain  dei  idtd.  ^  i  hat  diver s 
u  churchwardens  would  provide  neither  fyrplice  nor  wafer 
CQ  bread.  He  acquainted  the  fecretary  further,  that  he  had 
6C  talked  with  feveral  of  the  new  preachers,  who  wer  e  movers 
of  fedition  and  diiorder,  that  he  had  commanded  them 
filence,  and  had  put  fome  into  priion.  lhat  on  Maunday 
“  Thurfday  he  had  many  of  the  biffiop  of  Londons  parilh- 
cc  ioners,  churchwardens,  and  others  befoie  him  ^  but  that 
“  he  was  fully  tired,  for  fome  minifters  would  not  obey 
cc  their  fufpenfions ,  but  preached  in  defiance  oj  them. 

Some  churchwardens  would  not  provide  the  church  fur- 
u  niture;  and  others  oppofed  and  difiurbed  thofe  that  were 
iC  fent  to  officiate  in  the  preferibed  apparel.  lie  then  calh 
cc  upon  the  fecretary  to  fpirit  up  SfGrindal _  bifhop  of  London , 
to  his  duty;  and  allures  him,  that  he  had  fpoken  to  him 
to  no  purpofe;  that  he  was  younger,  and  nearer  the  city, 
6C  and  had  vacant  priefts  in  his  church,  who  might  lupply 
“  the  places  of  the  deprived  minifters;  he  therefore  be* 
wailed  that  he  fhould  be  put  upon  the  overfight  of  the 
parifhes  of  London ,  which  was  another  man’s  charge; 
“  and  that  the  burthen  fhould  be  laid  on  his  neck,  when 
ci  other  men  drew  back.33*  The  truth  is,  Grinded  was  weary 
of  the  unpleafant  work,  and  having  a  real  concern  to  pro* 
mote  the  preaching  of  the  word  of  God,  he  could  not  a£t 
againft  the  minifters,  otherwife  than  as  he  was  pufhed  for* 
wards;  and  when  the  eyes  of  his  fuperiors  were  turned 
another  way,  he  would  relax  again.  When  the  fecretary 
and  archbifhop  fent  to  him  to  provide  for  his  charge,  and 
fill  up  the  vacant  pulpits;  he  told  them  it  was  impoffible* 
there  being  no  preachers ;  all  he  could  do  was  to  fupply  the 
churches  by  turns,  which  was  far  from  flopping  the  murmurs 
<pf  the  people. 


f  Life  of  Parker,  p.  229. 
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1  In 5  was  the  fad  condition  of  the  city  of  London-,  the  very 
bread  of  life  being  taken  from  the  people,  for  the  fake  of  a 
lew  trifling  ceremonies:  And  if  it  was  thus  in  the  city,  how 
much  worfe  mull  it  be  in  thofe  diflant  countries,  where  her 
rnajelty  s  injunctions  were  rigidly  executed?  And  yet  with  all 
this  rigour,  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the  Queen  and  her 
llhops,  to  reconcile  the  clergy  and  common  people  to  the 
habits.  The  Queen  herfelf  was  in  earned:,  and  her  arch- 
bnhop  went  into  the  mod  fervile  meafures,  to  fulfil  the  com¬ 
mands  of  his  royal  miftrefs;  the  high  commiffion  was  fu- 

nous,  but  tne  council  were  backward  to  countenance  their 
proceedings. 

.  Ah  applications  to  the  Queen  and  her  commiilioners  being 
meneftual,  the  fu fp ended  minifters  thought  it  their  duty  to 
lay  their  cafe  before  the  world;  accordingly  they  publifhed  a 
fmall  tieatife  this  year,  £  1 56 o  J  in  vindication  of  their  conduct, 
intituled,  A  declaration  of  the  doings  of  thofe  minifters  of 
God’s  word  and  facraments  in  the  city  of  London,  which 
ha-oe  refvfed  to  wear  the  tipper  apparel ,  and  minijlering  gar¬ 
ments.  of  the  Pope’s  church.  In  this  book  they  Drew,  “’That 
“  neither  the  prophets  in  the  Old  Teftament,  nor  the  apoflles 
in  the  New7,  were  diftinguifhed  by  their  garments;  that 
the  linen  garment  was  peculiar  to  the  priefthood  of  Aaron, 
“  and  had  a  bonification  of  fome  thing  to  be  fulfilled  in 

Chriffc  ana  his  church. - 1  hat  a  diftinction  of  garments 

“  in  the  chrillian  church  did  not  generally  obtain  till  long 
“  after  the  rifing  of  antichrift;  for  the  whole  clergy  of 
“  Ravenna,  writing  to  the  emperor  Carolus  Calvits,  in  the 
“  year  of  our  Lord  376,  fay,  We  are  diftinguifhed  from 
“  the  laity  not  by  our  deaths,  but  by  our  doctrines  -,  not  by  our 
habits,  but  our  converfation That  thefurphee,  or  white 
linen  garment,  came  from  the  Egyptians  into  the  JewiJh 
church;  and  that  Pope  Sylvefter,  about  the  year  320, 

“  was  the  firft  that  appointed  the  facrament  to  be  adminiftered 
“  in  a  white  linen  garment;  giving  this  reafon  for  it,  became 

the  body  of  Thrift  was  buried  in  a  white  linen  cloth. _ 

They  reprefent  how  all  thefe  garments  had  been  abufed 
to  idolatry,  forcery,  and  all  kinds  of  conjurations;  for 
(fay  they)  the  popifli  priefts  can  perform  none  of  their 
sc  pretended  confecrations  of  holy  water,  tranfubftantiation 
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«  of  the  body  of  Chrift,  conjurations  of  the  devil  out  of 
places  or  perfons  pofleffed,  without  a  Surplice,  oi  an  ctlbcy 

“  or  fome  hallowed  foie. - They  argue  againft  the  habits 

«  as  an  offence  to  weak  chriftians,  an  encouragement  to  ig- 
cc  norant  and  obftinate  papifts,  and  as  an  affe&ation  to  return 

to  their  communion.— - That  at  belt  they  were  but 

£C  human  appointments,  and  came  within  the  apoftle’s  re- 
“  proof,  Col.  ii.  20,  22.  Why  as  though  living  in  the  world 
'  cc  are  ye  fubjed  to  ordinances ,  after  the  commandments  and 
“  dodrines  of  men?  Which  all  are  to  perijh  with  the  ufing. 

44  T ouch  not ,  tajle  not ,  handle  not . - That  fuppofmg  the 

44  garments  were  indifferent,  (which  they  did  not  grant)  yet 
fC  they  ought  not  to  be  impofed,  becaufe  it  was  an  infringe- 
44  ment  of  the  liberty  wherewith  Chrift  had  made  them 
.  free. — — Laftly ,  They  call  in  the  fuffrages  of  foreign 

*4  divines,  who  all  condemned  the  habits,  though  they  were 
44  not  willing  to  hazard  the  reformation  in  its  infancy  for 
44  them.  Even  Bifliop  Ridley ,  who  contended  fo  zealoufly 
44  for  the  habits,  when  Dr.  Brooks  at  his  degradation  would 
44  have  perfuaded  him  to  put  on  the  furplice  with  the  reft  of 
44  the  maffmg  garments,  abfolutely  refufed,  faying,  If  you 
44  put  the  furplice  upon  me ,  it  fhall  be  againft  my  will .  And 
44  when  they  forced  it  upon  him,  he  inveighed  againft  the 
44  apparel,  as  foolilh  and  abominable.” 

At  the  end  of  the  book  is  a  prayer,  in  which  are  thefe 
words;— — 44  Are  not  the  relicks  of  Romifh  idolatry  ftoutly 
44  retained?  Are  we  not  bereaved  of  fome  of  our  pallors, 
44  who  by  word  and  example  fought  to  free  thy  flock  from 
44  thefe  offences?  Ah,  good  Lord!  thefe  are  now  by  power 
44  put  down  from  paftoral  care;  they  are  forbid  to  feed  us; 
44  their  voice  we  cannot  hear.  This  is  our  great  difcomfort; 
44  this  is  the  joy  and  triumph  of  Antichrift;  and,  which  is 
44  more  heavy,  the  increafe  of  this  mifery  is  of  fome  threat- 
44  ened,  of  the  wicked  hoped  for,  and  of  us  feared,  as  thy 

44  judgments  againft  us  for  our  fins.”- - At  the  conclufion 

is  the  Lord’s  prayer  and  creed,  after  this  manner,  In  thy 
name,  O  Chrift  our  captain,  we  alk  thefe  things,  and  pray 
unto  thee,  O  heavenly  father,  faying,  Our  Father ,  Sz c. — 
After  this;  O  Lord,  increafe  our  faith,  whereof  we  make 
confeffion,  I  believe  in  Ggd  the  Father  Almighty ,  &c.  And 
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in  the  end  is  this  fentence,  Arife ,  0  Lord ,  and  let  thine 
enemies  be  confounded  A  'r  .  - 

Other  pamphlets  of  the  fame  kind  were  publifhed  in  de¬ 
fence  of  the  fufpended  minifters,  which  the  bifhops  appointed 
their  chaplains  to  anfwer.  Mr.  Strype  is  of  opinion,  that 
the  archbifhop  himfelf  publifhed  an  anfwer  to  their  declara¬ 
tion ;  but  whoever  be  the  author,  he  is  a  man  of  a  bad  fpirit, 
and  abufive  language  :§  The  minifters  printed  a  reply,  in- 
titled,  An  anfwer  for  the  time ,  to  the  examination  put  in  print 
without  the  author's  name ,  pretending  to  maintain  the  apparel 
prefcribed ,  again  ft  the  declaration  of  the  minifters  of  London; 
it  anfwers  the  adverfary  paragraph  by  paragraph  with  good 
temper  and  judgment.  But  the  bifliops  printed  feme  new 
teftimonies  of  foreign  divines,  without  their  confent,  with 
a  colleftion  of  trafts,  of  obedience  to  the  magijlrate ,  and 
Melanchton' s  expofition  of  Ro?n.  xiii.  i.  Let  every  foul  be 
fubjed  to  the  higher  powers:  From  whence  they  conclude, 
that  becaufe  things  are  barely  tolerable,  though  offenfive, 
dangerous,  and  in  their  own  opinions,  to  be  removed  out 
of  the  church,  as  foon  as  an  opportunity  fhall  offer,  yet 
in  the  mean  time  they  may  be  impofed  under  the  penalties  of 
fufpenfion,  deprivation,  and  imprifonment,  from  a  miftaken 
interpretation  of  the  apoftkfs  words.  Let  every  foul  be  fub* 
jed  to  the  higher  powers . 

The  puritans  replied  to  all  thefe  attempts  of  their  advei% 
faries;  their  tracts  were  eagerly  fought  after,  and  had  a 
wide  fpread  among  the  people;  upon  which  the  commiffion- 
ers  had  recourfe  to  their  lafl  remedy,  which  was  the  further 
reftraint  of  the  prefs.  They  complained  to  the  council, 
that  notwithstanding  the  QueeTs  injunctions,  the  differences 
in  the  church  were  kept  open  by  the  printing  and  publifhing 
feditious  libels;  and  hereupon  procured  the  following  decree 
of  the  ftar-chamber,  viz. 

i.  a  That  no  perfon  fhall  print  or  publifh  any  book 
14  againft  the  Queen’s  injanftions,  ordinances,  or  letters 

patents,  fet  forth  or  to  be  fet  forth,  or  againft  the  meaning 
u  of  them.f 

*  Strypris  Annals,  p.  555.  Pierce,  p.  61. 

§  Pierce’s  Vindication,  p,  63.  f  Fife  of  Parker,  p.  221. 
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2.  u  That  fuch  offenders  fliould  forfeit  all  their  books 
and  copies,  and  fuffer  three  months  imprifonment,  and 
never  pra&ife  the  art  of  printing  any  more. 

3.  “  That  no  perfon  fliould  fell,  bind  or  flitch  fuch  books* 
upon  pain  of  20  (hillings  for  every  book. 

4.  “  That  all  forfeited  books  fliould  be  brought  to  Sta - 
<c  tioners-Hall ,  and  half  the  money  forfeited  to  be  referved 
iC  for  the  Queen,  the  reft  for  the  informer,  and  the  books 
^  to  be  deftroyed  or  made  wafte  paper. 

5.  6C  That  the  wardens  of  the  company  may  from  time 
<c  to  time  fearch  all  fufpecied  places,  and  open  all  packs,  dry 

fats,  &c.  wherein  paper  or  foreign  books  may  be  con- 
u  tained;  and  enter  all  warehoufes  where  they  have  reafon- 
able  fufpicion,  and  feize  all  books  and  pamphlets  againft 
the  Queen’s  ordinances,  and  bring  the  offenders  before 
the  ecclefiaftical  commiflioners. 

6.  “  All  ftationers,  bookfellers,  and  merchants  trading  in 
books,  fliall  enter  into  recognizances  of  reafonable  fums 

<c  of  money,  to  obferve  the  premifes,  or  pay  the  forfeitures.” 

This  was  fignedby  eight  of  the  privy  council,  and  by  the 
bilhops  of  Canterbury  and  London ,  with  five  more  of  the 
ecclefiaftical  commiffion,  and  publiflied  June  29th,  1  566,  in 
the  eighth  year  of  the  Queen’s  reign.* 

The  puritans  being  thus  foreclosed,  and  {hut  out  of  the 
church  by  fequejlrations ,  imprifonments ,  the  taking  away  of 
their  licences  to  preachy  and  the  rejlraint  of  the  prefs ,  molt 
of  them  were  at  a  lofs  how  to  behave,  being  unwilling  to 
leparate  from  the  church  where  the  word  and  facraments 
were  truly  adminiftered,  though  defiled  with  fome  popifti 
fuperftitions ;  of  this  number  were  Dr.  Humphreys ,  Sampfon , 
Fox  the  martyrologift,  Lever ,  Whittingham ,  Johnfon ,  and 
others,  who  continued  preaching  up  and  down,  as  they 


*  Life  of  Parker,  p  222. 

It  is  a  juft  remark  of  a  modern  writer  here,  “  that  without  entering  int 
the  controverfy  between  tRe  bilhops  and  the  puritans,  we  may  at  lea 
venture  to  affirm,  that  the  former  did  no  credit  to  their  caufe  by  this  ai 
bitrary  reftraint  of  the  prefs.  This  is  an  expedient  utterly  incompatibi 
with  the  very  notion  of  a  free  Hate,  and  therefore  ever  to  be  detcfted  b 
t.ie  friends  of  liberty.  And  it  is  an  expedient  which  can  never  be  of  an 
fervice  to  the  caufe  of  truth;  whatever  it  may  to  error,  fuperftition,  c 
tyranny.  Bntilh  Biography,  vol.  iii.  p.  z j,  Ea, 
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had  opportunity,  and  could  he  difpenfed  with  for  the  habits, 
though  they  were  excluded  all  parochial  preferment. 

But  there  were  great  numbers  of  the  common  people,  who 
abhorred  the  habits  as  much  as  the  minifters,  and  would  not 
frequent  the  churches  where  they  were  ufed,  thinking  it  as 
unlawful  to  countenance  fuch  fuperftitions  with  their  pre¬ 
fence,  as  if  they  themfelves  were  to  put  on  the  garments. 
Thefe  were  diftrefled  where  to  hear;  fome  ftaid  without 
the  church  till  fervice  was  over,  and  the  minifter  v/as  en¬ 
tering  upon  his  prayer  before  fermon;  others  flocked  after 
father  C  overdale ,  who  preached  without  the  habits;  but 
being  turned  out  of  his  church  at  St.  Magnus ,  London - 
Bridge ,  they  were  obliged  to  fend  to  his  hotife  on  Saturdays ,  to 
know  where  they  might  hear  him  the  next  day:  The  govern¬ 
ment  took  umbrage  at  this,  infomuch  that  the  good  old  man 
was  obliged  to  tell  his  friends,  that  he  durft  not  inform  them 
any  more  of  his  preaching  for  fear  of  offending  his  fupe- 
riors.  At  length,  after  having  waited  about  eight  weeks  to 
fee  if  the  Queen  would  have  compaffion  on  them,  feveral  of 
the  deprived  minifters  had  a  folemn  confultation  with  their 
friends,  in  which,  after  prayer,  and  aferious  debate  about 
the  lawfulnefs  and  neceffity  of  feparating  from  the  eftablifhed 
church,  they  came  to  this  agreement,  that  fence  they  could 
not  have  the  word  of  God  preached,  nor  the  facr aments  ad - 
miniftered  without  idolatrous  geare,  (as  they  called  it) 
and fnce  there  had  been  a  feparate  congregation  in  London, 
and  another  at  Geneva  in  Queen  Mary  hr  time ,  which  ufed  a 
book  and  order  of  preaching ,  adminift  ration  of  facr  aments ,  and 
difcipline ,  that  the  great  Mr,  Calvin  had  approved  of  and 
• which  was  free  from  the  fuperftitions  of  the  Englifh  fervice; 
that  therefore  it  was  their  duty ,  in  their  prefent  cir  cum  fiances , 
to  break  of  from  the  publick  churches ,  and  to  affemble ,  as 
they  had  opportunity ,  in  private  houfes ,  or  elf e where,  to  wor- 
fhip  God  in  a  manner  that  might  not  offend  againf  the  light  of 
their  confciences .  Had  the  ufe  of  habits  and  a  few  ceremonies 
been  left  difcretionary,  both  minifters  and  people  had  been 
eafy ;  but  it  was  the  compelling  thefe  things  by  law ,  (as  they 
told  the  archbilhop)  that  made  them  feparate , 

*  Life  of  Parker,  p,  z\  x. 

It 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


2°5 


S 


CHAP.  IV. 

It  was  debated  among  them,  whether  they  jhould  u!c  a: 
much  of  the  common  prayer  and  fervice  of  the  church  as 
was  not  offenfivc,  or  refolve  at  once  fince  they  were  cut 
oif  from  the  church  of  England ,  to  fet  tip  the  pine,  an 
bed  form  of  worftdp,  mod  confonant  to  the  holy  scriptures, 
and  to  the  practice  of  the  foreign  reformers;  the  alter  o 
thefewas  concluded  upon,  and  accordingly  they  hud  ant  e 
the  Englijh  liturgy,  and  made  ule  of  the  Geneva  fcrvicc- 

book.  n 

Here  was  the  jera  or  date  of  the  separation,  a  molt 

unhappy  event  (fays  Mr.  Strypc)  whcieov  pet/p  ac  or  u ic. 

“  fame  country,  of  the  fame  religion,  and  or  the  mme  judg- 

4C  ment  in  doftrine,  parted  communions;  one  part  being 

ct  obliged  to  go  afide  into  fecret  houfes,  and  cnamnti  to 

ferve  God  by  themfelves,  which  begat  drangenels  oetween 

44  neighbours,  chridians,  and  proteftants.”  And  not  only 

ftrannenefs,  but  unfpeakable  mifehiefs  to  the  nation  m  tuis 

and  the  following  reigns.  rl  he  breach  might  eahly  have 

been  made  up  at  firft,  but  it  widened  by  degrees;  the  paffions 

of  the  contending  parties  increafed,  till  the  fire,  which  for 

fome  years  was  burning  under  ground,  bione  oul  into  a 

civil  war,  and  with  unfpeakable  iitry  dedroyed  the  condi- 

tution  both  of  church  and  date. 

I  leave  the  reader  to  judge  at  whofe  door  the  beginnings 
of  thefe  forrows  are  to  be  laid,  each  party  cafting  the 
blame  on  the  other.  The  conformids  charged  the  deprived 
minijlers  with  difobedience  to  the  Oueen,  and  obdinacy, 
precifenefs,  and  with  breaking  the  peace  or  the  chuich  ioi 
matters  of  no  confecjuence  to  falvation.  iiie  Vnivdjio  on 
the  other  hand,  thought  it  cruel  ufage  to  be  turned  out  of 
the  church  for  things  which  their  adverfaries  acknowledged 
to  be  of  mere  indifference;  whereas  they  took  it  upon  their 
conferences,  and  were  ready  to  aver  in  the  mod  folemn  man¬ 
ner,  that  they  deemed  them  unlawful.  They  complied  as 
far  as  they  could  with  the  edablifhment  while  they  were 
within  it,  by  ufing  as  much  of  the  liturgy  as  was  not  often- 
five,  and  by  taking  the  oath  of  fupremacy;  they  were  as 
dutiful  fubje&s  to  the  Oueen  as  the  bifhops,  and  declared 
themfelves  ready  to  obey  their fovereign  in  all  things  lawful; 
and  when  they  could  not  obey,  patiently  to  differ  her  dii- 

pieafure^ 


_  '  THE  history  chap.  IV. 

pleat  arc.  Al  ter  all  this,  to  impute  the  behaviour  of  the 
non-conformi/is  to  obftinacy  and  peevilhnefs,  was  very  uncha¬ 
ritable,  What  could  move  them  to  part  with  their  livings 
or  fupport  them  under  the  lofs,  but  the  tejiimony  of  a  good 
eonfaence?  When  they  could  not  but  be  fenfible  their  non¬ 
conformity  would  be  followed  with  poverty  and  difgrace 
with  the  lots  of  their  characters  and  ufefulnefs  in  the  church* 
and  with  number lefs  unforefeen  calamities  to  themfeves  and 
families,  unlefs  it  fliould  pleafe  God  in  his  all-wife  provi¬ 
dence,  to  foften  the  Queen’s  heart  in  their  favour. 

In  Scotland  all  things  were  in  confufion.  The  youn<r 
Queen  Mary ,  after  the  death  of  her  hufband  Francis  IL 
returned  into  her  own  country,  Auguft  ax,  1561,  upon  ill 
terms  With  Queen  Elizabeth ,  who  could  not  brook  her  affum- 
ing  the  arms  of  England,  and  putting  in  her  claim  to  the 
crown,  on  the  pretence  of  her  baftardy,  which  moil  of  the 
popdn  powers  maintained,  becaufe  fhe  was  born  during  the 
life  of  Queen  Katherine,  whofe  marriage  had  been  declared 
valid  by  the  pope.  Elizabeth  offered  her  a  fafe  conduct,  if 
flte  would  ratify  the  treaty  of  Edinburgh-,  but  fire  chofe 
rather  to  run  ail  rifles  than  fubmit.  Mary  was  a  bigotted 
papift,  and  her  juvenile  amours  and  follies  foon  entangled 
her  government,  and  loft  her  crown.  As  foon  as  fhe  ar¬ 
rived  in  Scotland  fhe  had  the  mortification  to  fee  the  whole 
nation  turned  proteftant,  and  the  reformation  eftablifhed  by 
j.lWs  fo  iecure  and  ftnet,  that  only  herfelf  was  allowed  the 
liberty  of  mafs  in  her  own  chapel,  and  that  without  pomp 
or  oftentation.  The  proteftants  of  Scotland,  by  the  preach¬ 
ing  of  Mr.  Knox,  and  others,  having  imbibed  the  ftrongeft 
averfion  to  popery,  were  for  removing  at  the  greateft  diftance 
from  its  fuperftitions.  The  general  affembly  petitioned  her 
majefty,  to  ratify  the  atfts  of  parliament  for  abolifhing  the 
mals,  and  for  obliging  all  her  fubjefts  to  frequent  the  re¬ 
formed  worfhip.  But  fhe  replied,  that  fhe  faw  no  impiety 
in  the  mafs,  and  was  determined  not  to  quit  the  religion  in 
which  fhe  was  educated,  being  fatisfied  it  was  founded  on  the 
word  of  God.  To  which  the  general  affembly  anfwered  a 
little  coarfely,  that  Furcifm  Jloodupon  as  good  ground  as  Popery\ 
and  then  required  her,  in  the  name  of  the  eternal  God , 
to  inform  herfelf  better,  by  frequenting  fermons,  and  con¬ 
ferring 
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ferrine  with  learned  men:  But  her  majefty  gave  no  ear  to 
their  counfels. 

In  the  year  1564,  the  Queen  married  Henry  Stuart ,  Lord 
Darnly ,  who  was  joined  with  her  in  the  government.  By 
him  Ihe  was  brought  to  bed  of  a  fon  June  1 5,  1566,  after- 
wards  James  I.  King  of  England ;  and  while  fhe  was  with 
child  of  him,  Die  received  a  fright  by  her  hufband’s  coming 
into  her  chamber  with  his  fervants,  and  putting  to  death 
her  favourite  David  Rizzo  an  Italian  mufician,  who  was 
fitting  with  her  at  table.  This  was  thought  to  have  fucli 
an  influence  upon  the  prince  that  was  born  of  her,  that  he 
never  loved  the  fight  of  a  fword.  Soon  after  this  the  King 
himfelf  was  found  murdered  in  a  garden,  the  houfe  in  which 
the  murder  was  committed  being  blown  up  with  gunpowder, 
to  prevent  the  difcovery.  Upon  the  King’s  death  the  Earl 
of  Bothwel  became  the  Queen’s  favourite,  and  as  foon  as 
he  had  obtained  a  divorce  from  his  lawful  wife,  (lie  took 
him  into  her  marriage-bed,  to  her  very  great  infamy,  and 
the  regret  of  the  whole  Scots  nation,  who  took  ud  arms  to 
revenge  the  late  King’s  murder,  and  diflfolve  the  prcfent 
incefluous  marriage.  When  the  two  armies  were  ready  to 
engage,  Bothwel  fled  to  Dunbar ;  and  the  Queen  being  ap- 
prehenfive  her  foldiers  would  not  fight  in  fuch  an  infamous 
caufe,  furrendered  herfelf  to  the  confederates,  who  fhut  her 
up  in  the  caftle  oi  Lock-Levin ,  and  obliged  her  to  refigrt 
the  crown  to  her  young  fon,  under  the  regency  of  the  Earl 
of  Murray .  From  hence  fhe  made  her  efcape  into  England 
in  the  year  1568,  where  (lie  was  detained  prifoner  by  Queen 
Elizabeth  almoft  1 8  years,  and  then  put  to  death.  Bothwel 
turned  pirate,  and  being  taken  by  the  Danes ,  was  fhut  up 
for  ten  years  in  a  noifome  prifon  in  Denmark  till  he  loft  his 
fenfes  and  died  mad. 

The  Earl  of  Murray  being  regent  of  Scotland  convened  a 
parliament  and  affembly  at  Edinburgh ,  in  which  the  pope’s 
authority  was  again  difcharged,  and  the  aft  of  parliament 
of  the  year  1560,  for  renouncing  the  jurifdiftion  of  the 
court  of  Rome,  was  confirmed,  and  all  a&s  paffed  in  former 
reigns,  for  the  fupport  of  popijh  idolatry ,  were  annulled. — 


*  Rapin,  p.  357. 
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I  lie  new  confeffion  of  faith  was  ratified,  and  the  proteflant 
miniflers,  and  thofe  of  their  communion,  declared  to  be 
the  only  true  and  holy  kirk  within  that  realm.  The  exa¬ 
mination  and  admiffion  of  miniflers,  is  declared  to  be  only 
in  the  power  and  difpofition  of  the  church  ;  with  a  faving 
claufe  ioi  lay-pair  gus.  By  another  act  ^  the  Kings  at  their 
coronation,  for  the  future,  are  to  take  an  oath  to  maintain 
the  reformed  religion  then  profefledt  .Arid  by  another  y  none 
but  iuch  as  profefs  the  reformed  religion  are  capable  of 
being  judges .  or  proctors,  or  of  practifing  in  any  of  the 

courts  of  juftice;  except  thofe  who  held  offices  hereditary 
or  for  life.  ’ 

_  The  general  affembly  declared  their  approbation  of  the 
difcipline  of  the  reformed  churches  of  Geneva  and  Swit¬ 
zerland",  and  for  a  parity  among  miniflers,  in  oppofkion  to 
the  claim  of  the  bifhops,  as  a  fuperior  order.  All  church- 
aftairs  were  managed  by  provincial,  claffical,  and  national 
affemblies ;  but  thefe  afts  of  the  general  affembly  not  being 
confirmed  by  parliament,  epifcopal  government  was  not  legally 
abohfhed,  but  tacitly  fufpended  till  the  King  came  of  age. 
However,  the  general  affembly  fliewed  their  power  of  the 
keys  at  this  time,  by  depofing  the  bifnop  of  Orkney  for 
marrying  the  Queen  to  Bothwcl,  who  was  fuppofed  to  have 
murdered  the  late  King;  and  by  making  the  Countefs  of 
Argyle  do  penance  for  aififfing  at  the  ceremony. 
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From  the  feparation  of  the  Protejiant  Non-Conf or  mills 
to  the  death  of  Archbifhop  Parker. 


1  I  '’HOUGH  all  the  Puritans  of  thefe  times  would  have 

I  remained  within  the  church,  might  they  have  been 
indulged  iivthe  habits  and  a  few  ceremonies,  yet  they  were 
far  from  being  latisfied  with  the  Hierarchy.  They 
had  other  objections  befides  thofe  for  which  they  were  de¬ 
prived,  which  they  laboured  inceffimtly  throughout  the 
whole  courfe  of  this  reign  to  remove.  1  will  fet  them  be¬ 
fore  the  reader  in  one  view,  that  he  may  form  a  complete 
judgment  of  the  whole  controverfy. 

I'trji.  They  complained  of  the  Bishops  affecting  to  be 
thought  a  fuperior  order  to  Prejbyters ,  and  claimed  the  foie 
right  of  ordination,  and  the  ufe  of  the  keys,  or  the  foie 
exercife  of  ecclefiaftical  difeipline.  They  difliked  the 
temporal  dignities  and  baronies  annexed  to  their  office, 
and  their  engaging  in  fecular  employments  and  trulls,  as 
tending  to  exalt  them  too  much  above  their  brethren,  and  not 
fo  agreeable  to  their  characters  as  minijlers  of  Chrift ,  nor 
confident  with  the  due  difeharge  of  their  fpiritual  function. 

Secondly.  They  excepted  to  the  titles  and  offices  of  arch¬ 
deacons ,  deans,  chapters ,  and  other  officials  belonging  to 
cathearals,  as  having  no  foundation  in  fcripture  or  primitive 
antiquity,  but  intrenching  upon  the  privileges  of  the  prejbyters 
of  the  feveral  diocefes. 


Thirdly.  Ihey  complained  of  the  exorbitant  power  and 
jurifdiftion  of  the  bifhops  and  their  chancellors  in  their  fpi¬ 
ritual  courts,  as  derived  from  the  canon  law  of  the  pope, 
and  not  from  the  word  of  God,  or  the  ftatute  law  of  the 
land.  They  complained  of  their  fining,  imprifoning,  de¬ 
priving,  and  putting  men  to  exceffive  charges  for  fmall 
offences;  and  that  the  higheft  cenfures,  fuch  as  excommuni¬ 
cation  and  abfolution,  were  in  the  hands  of  laymen ,  and  not 
in  the  fpiritual  officers  of  the  church. 

Vob.  I.  P  Fourthly, 
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Fourthly .  They  lamented  the  want  of  a  godly  difcipline , 
and  were  uneafy  at  the  promifeuous  and  general  accefs  of  all 
perfons  to  the  Lord's  table.  The  church  being  deferibed  in 
her  articles  as  a  congregation  of  faithful  perfons ,  they  thought 
it  necelfary  that  a  power  fliould  be  lodged  fomewhere,  to 
inquire  into  the  qualifications  of  fuch  as  defired  to  be  of  her 
communion. 

Fifthly .  Though  they  did  not  difpute  the  lawfulnefs  of 
fet  for  ms  of  prayer ,  provided  a  due  liberty  was  allowed  for 
prayers  of  their  own  compofure,  before  and  after  fermon; 
yet  they  difliked  fome  things  in  the  publick  liturgy,  efta- 
bliihed  by  law;  as  the  frequent  repetition  of  the  Lord's 
prayer ;  the  interruption  of  the  prayers,  bythe  frequent  re~ 
fponfes  of  the  people,  which  in  fome  places  feem  to  be  little 
better  than  vain  repetitions,  and  are  praftifed  in  no  other 
proteffant  church  in  the  world.  They  excepted  to  fome 
pafifages  in  the  offices  of  marriage  and  burial ,  &c.  which 
they  very  unwillingly  complied  with;  as  in  the  office  of 
marriage,  With  my  body  I  thee  worftjip-,  and  in  the  office  of 
burial,  In  fire  and  certain  hope  of  the  refurredlion  to  eternal 
life ,  to  be  pronounced  over  the  worft  of  men,  unlefs  in  a 
very  few  excepted  cafes. 

Sixthly.  They  dilliked  the  reading  of  the  apocryphal  books 
in  the  church,  while  fome  parts  of  canonical  feripture  were 
omitted;  and  though  they  did  not  difapprove  the  homilies, 
they  thought  that  no  man  ought  to  be  ordained  a  minifter  in 
the  church,  who  was  incapable  of  preaching  and  expounding 
the  feriptures.  One  of  their  great  complaints,  therefore, 
throughout  the  courfe  of  this  reign,  was,  that  there  were 
fo  many  dumb  minifter s,  pluralifts ,  and  non-refidents ;  and 
that  prefentations  to  benefices  were  in  the  hands  of  the 
queen,  biflicps,  or  lay-patrons ,  when  they  ought  to  arife 
from  the  eleftion  of  the  people. 

Seventhly .  They  clifapproved  of  the  obfervation  of  fundry 
of  the  church  feflivals  or  holidays ,  as  having  no  foundation 
in  feripture,  or  primitive  antiquity.  We  have  no  example , 
fay  they,  in  the  Old  or  New  Teftament ,  of  any  days  appointed 
in  commemoration  of  faints:  To  obferve  the  f aft  in  Lent  of 
Friday  and  Saturday,  &c.  is  unlawful  and  fuperftitious\  as 
alio  buying  and  felling  on  the  Lord's  day . 

Eighthly . 
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Eighthly .  They  d Tallowed  of  the  cathedral  mode  of  wor~ 
Jhip\  of  finging  their  prayers,  and  of  the  antiphone ,  or 
chanting  the  pfalms  by  turns,  which  the  eccleliaificai  conv 
miffioners  in  King  Edward  Vlth’s  time  adviled  the  laying 
afide.  Nor  did  they  approve  of  mufical  inftruments,  as 
trumpets ,  organs ,  &c.  which  were  not  in  ufe  in  the  church 
for  above  1200  years  after  Chrift. 

Ninthly.  They  fcrupled  conformity  to  certain  rites  and 
ceremonies,  which  were  enjoined  by  the  rubrick,  or  the 
Queen’s  injunctions;  as, 

1.  To  the  fign  of  the  crofs  in  baptifm ,  which  is  no  part  of 
the  inftitution  as  recorded  in  fcripture;  and  though  it  was 
ufual  for  Chriftians,  in  the  earlier  ages,  to  crofs  themfelves, 
cr  make  a  crofs  in  the  air  upon  fome  occafions,  yet  there  is 
no  exprefs  mention  of  its  being  ufed  in  baptifm,  till  about  the 
fifth  century.  Befides,  it  having  been  abufed  to  fuperftition 
by  the  church  of  Rome ,  and  been  had  in  fuch  reverence 
by  fome  proteftants,  that  baptifm  itfelf  has  been  thought 
imperfeCt  without  it,  they  apprehend  it  ought  to  be  laid 
afide.  They  alfo  di fallowed  of  baptifm  by  midwives ,  or 
other  women,  in  cafes  of  ficknefs;  and  of  the  manner  of 
churching  women,  which  looked  to  them  too  much  like  the 
fewifh  purification. 

2.  They  excepted  to  the  life  of  godfathers  and  godmothers  ^ 
to  the  exclufion  of  parents  from  being  Jureties  for  the  education 
of  their  own  children.  It  parents  were  dead,  or  in  a  diflant 
country,  they  were  as  much  for  fponfors  to  undertake  for 
the  education  of  the  child,  as  their  adverfaries ;  but  when 
the  education  of  children  is  by  the  laws  of  God  and  nature 
intruded  to  parents,  who  are  bound  to  form  them  to  virtue 
and  piety,  they  apprehended  it  very  unjuftifiable  to  releafe 
them  totally  from  that  promife,  and  deliver  up  the  child  to  a 
ftranger;  as  was  then  the  conftant  practice,  and  is  iince  in- 
joined  by  the  29th  canon,  which  fays,  44  No  parent  fall  be 
44  urged  to  be  prefent,  nor  be  admitted  to  anfwer  as  godfather 
44  to  his  own  child.”  In  giving  names  to  children  it  was 
their  opinion,  that  heathenijh  names  fhould  be  avoided,  as 
not  fo  fit  for  chriftians ;  and  alfo,  the  names  of  God  and 
Chrift ,  and  Angels ,  and  the  peculiar  offices  of  the  mediator. 


vering  in  the  name  of 
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•  They  dilapproved  the  cuftom  of  confirming  children 
Uo  loon  as  they  could  repeat  the  Lord’s  prayer  and  their 
catechifm,  by  which  they  had  a  right  to  come  to  the  facra- 
ntent,  without  any  other  qualification;  this  might  be  done 
by  children  of  five  or  fix  years  old.  They  were  alfo  diffa- 
tisfied  with  that  part  of  the  office,  where  the  biffiop,  laying 
his  hand  upon  the  children,  prays  that  God  would  by  this 
Jign  cettify  them  of  his  favour  and  goodnefs,  which  feems  to 
impute  a  faci  amental  efltcacy  to  the  impofition  oi  his  hands. 

4.  They  excepted  againft  the  injunftion  of  kneeling  at  the 
facr ament  of  the  Lord’s  f  upper ,  which  they  apprehended  not 
fo  agreeable  to  the  example  of  Chrift  and  his'apoftles,  who 
gave  it, to  his  difciples  rather  in  a  pofttire  of  feafting  than  of 
adoration.  Befides,  it  has  no  foundation  in  antiquity  for 
many  hundred  years  after  Chrift;  and  having  fince  been 
giofly  abuLd  by  tne  papifts  to  idolatry,  in  their  worfhippincr 
the  hold,  it  ought,  fay  they,  to  be  laid  afide;  and  if  it  fhould 
be  allowed,  that  the  pojlure  was  indifferent,  yet  it  ought  not 
to  be  impofed  and  made  a  neceflary  term  as  communion;  nor 
oid  they  approve  of  either  of  the  facraments  being  adnai- 
miftered  in  private;  no,  not  in  cafes  of  danger. 

5.  To  bowing  at  the  name  of  J  esus,  grounded  upon  a  falfe 
mtei  pi  etation  ot  that  paflage  of  fcripture,  all  the  name  of 
Jesus  every  knee  Jhall  bow,  as  if  greater  external  reverence 
was  required  to  that  name,  than  to  the  perfon  of  our  bleffed 
faviour,  under  the  titles  of  Lord,  Saviour,  Chrift,  Immanuel, 
See.  and  yet  upon  this  miftake  was  founded  the  injunftion 
of  die  Queen,  and  the  1 8th  canon,  which  fays,  “  When  in 
“  time  of  divine  fervice  the  name  of  J-esus  {hall  be  mentioned, 
“  due  and  lowly  reverence  fliall  be  done  by  all  perfons  pre- 
“  fent.”  But  the  Puritans  maintained,  that  all  the  names  of 
God  and  Chrift  were  to  be  had  in  equal  reverence,  and 
therefore  it  was  befides  all  reafon  to  bow  the  knee,  or  un¬ 
cover  the  head,  only  at  the  name  of  Jefus. 

6.  To  the  ring  in  marriage.  This  they  fometimes  com¬ 
plied  with,  but  wifhed  it  altered.  It  is  derived  from  the 
papifts,  who  make  marriage  a  facrament,  and  the  ring  a 
fort  of  facred  fign  or  fymbol.  The  words  in  the  liturgy 
are,  “  Then  fhall  they  again  loofe  their  hands,  and  the  man 
“  fhail  give  umo  the  woman  a  ring,  laying  the  fame  upon 

“  the 


CHAP.  V. 


\ 

OF  THE  PURITANS.  213 

“  the  book;  and  the  pried:  taking  the  ring,  {hall  deliver  it 
“  to  the  man,  to  put  it  on  the  fourth  finger  of  the  woman’s 
“  left  hand;  and  the  man  holding  the  ring  there,  and 
“  taught  by  the  pried:,  {hall  fay,  With  this  ring  1  thee  wed , 
cc  with  my  body  I  thee  worfhip ,  and  with  all  my  worldly  goods 
66  I  thee  endow  \  in  the  name  of  the  Father,  and  of  the  Son, 
cc  and  of  the  Holy  Ghod.”  They  alfo  difallowed  the  for- 
*  bidding  of  marriage  at  certain  times  of  the  year,  and  then 
cc  licenfing  it  for  money  (fay  they)  is  more  intolerable.  Nor 
“  is  it  lawful  to  grant  licences  that  fome  may  marry  without 
u  the  knowledge  of  the  congregation,  who  ought  to  be 
cc  acquainted  with  it,  led  there  diould  be  any  fecret  letts  or 
u  hindrances.” 

7.  To  the  wearing  of  the  furplicc ,  and  other  ceremonies  to 
be  afed  in  divine  fervice\  concerning  which  the  church  fays, 
in  the  preface  to  her  liturgy,  that  though  they  were  dcvifed 
by  men ,  yet  they  are  referred  for  decency ,  order ,  and  edification . 
And  again,  they  are  apt  to  fir  up  the  dull  mind  of  man  to 
the  remembrance  of  his  duty  to  God  by  fome  notable  and  fpecial 
fignif  cation^  whereby  he  might  be  edified.  But  the  Puritans 
faw  no  decency  in  the  vedments;  nay,  they  thought  them  a 
difgrace  to  the  reformation,  and  in  the  prefent  circumdances 
abfolutely  unlawful,  becaufe  they  had  been  defiled  with  fu- 
perdition  and  idolatry;  and  becaufe  many  pretended  pro- 
tedants  placed  a  kind  of  holinefs  in  them.  Befides,  the 
wearing  them  gave  countenance  to  popery,  and  looked  as  if 
we  were  fond  of  beino  thought  a  branch  of  that  communion, 
which  we  had  fo  judly  renounced.  But  fuppofe  them  to  be 
indifferent,  they  gave  great  offence  to  weak  minds,  and 
therefore  ought  not  to  be  impofed,  when  there  was  no  foun¬ 
dation  for  the  life  of  them  in  feripture  or  primitive  antiquity. 

Thefe  things  (fays  they)  every  one  diould  endeavour  to 
reform  in  his  place,  minifers  by  the  word,  viagiflrates  by 
their  authority,  according  to  the  word  of  God,  and  the 
people  by  prayer. 

There  was  no  difference  in  points  of  doftrine  between  the 
Puritans  and  conformifs  ;§  fo  that  if  we  add  but  one  article 

more, 

„ .  $  This  was,  undoubtedly,  true,  with  refpeft  to  the  majority:  but  this 
hidory  has  furnifhed  difrerent  indances  of  objections  in  point  of  doctrine. 
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Biore,  we  have  the  chief  head  of  controverfy  between  the 
church  of  England ,  and  the  proteftant  diilenters  at  that  day; 
and  this  is,  the  natural  right  that  every  man  has  to  judge  for 
himfelf ‘  and  make  profejjion  of  that  religion ,  he  apprehends 
wojl  agreeable  to  truth ,  as  far  as  it  does  not  affect  the  peace 
and  fafety  of  the  government  he  lives  under ;  without  being 
determined  by  the  prejudices  of  education ,  the  laws  of  the  civil 
77 lagjftrate ,  or  the  decrees  of  councils ,  churches ,  or  fynods* 
1  his  principle  would  effe&ually  put  an  end  to  all  impofitions ; 
and  unlefs  it  be  allowed,  I  am  afraid  our  feparation  from  the 
church  of  Rome  can  hardly  be  juftified.  The  Bible,  fays 
Mr.  Chillingworth ,  and  that  only,  is  the  religion  of  pro- 
teftants;  and  every  one,  by  making  ufe  of  the  helps  and 
ailiftances  that  God  has  put  into  his  hands,  mull  learn  and 
underhand  it  for  himfelf  as  well  as  he  can. 

It  will  appear  hereafter  what  fort  of  discipline  the  Puritans 
would  have  introduced;  but  thefe  were  the  objeft ions  that 
hindered  their  compliance  with  the  prefent  eilablifhment, 


The  eftablifhed  fentiments  concerning  the  Trinity  and  the  perfon  of  Chrift, 
tj  lough  they  did  not  form  the  grounds  of  that  reparation,  of  which  our 
author  writes,  were  yet  called  in  queftion,  and  as  we  have  feen  in  the 
notep.  66,  were  by  no  means  univerfally  received.  But  it  would  not  have 
been  furprifng,  il  in  that  early  period  of  the  reformation,  there  had  been 
a  perfect  acquiefcence  in  every  doctrinal  principle,  that  did  not  appear  to 
have  been  peculiar  to  the  fyftem  of  popery :  for  the  progrefs  of  the  mind 
and  of  enquiry  is  neceffarily  gradual.  The  grofs  corruptions  of  popery 
were  at  frit  fufficient  to  occupy  and  fill  the  thoughts  of  the  generality. — 
A  kind  of  lacred  awe  fpread  itfelf  over  queftions  connected  with  the  cha¬ 
racter  and  nature  of  God  and  his  Chrift,  which  would  deter  many  from  a 
clofe  and  free  examination  of  them.  x4nd  ceremonies  and  habits,  being 
more  obvious  to  the  fenfes,  continually  coming  into  ufe  and  practice,  and 
being  enforced  with  feverity,  the  queftions  relative  to  them  more  eafily 
engaged  attention,  were  more  level  to  the  decifion  of  common  under- 
ftandings,  and  became  immediately  interefting.  In  this  ftate  of  things 
there  was  little  room  and  lefs  inclination  to  pufh  enquiries  on  matters  of 
{peculation.  Ed. 


*  Bifhop  Warburton  is  difpleafed  with  Mr.  Neal  for  fpeaking  of  the 
natural  right  every  man  has  to  judge  for  himfelf  as  one  of  the  heads  of 
controverfy  between  the  Puritans  and  Conformifts :  when,  his  lordftiip  adds, 
“  his  whole  hiftory  fhews  that  this  was  a  truth  unknown  to  either  party.” 
It  is  true,  that  neither  party  had  clear,  full,  and  extenfive  views  on  this 
point;  or  were  difpofed  to  grant  the  confequences  arifing  from  it.  But 
each  in  a  degree  admitted  it  and  aCIed  upon  it.  And  the  Puritans,  it  ap¬ 
pears,  by  p.  217,  refted  their  vindication,  in  part,  upon  this  principle.  Ed. 

and 
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and  for  which  they  were  content  to  fuffer  the  lofs  of  all 
things.  Thofe  who  remained  within  the  church  became 
itinerant  preachers,  lecturers,  or  chaplains.  The  chief 
leaders  of  the  feparation ,  according  to  Mr.  Fuller,  were 
the  Reverend  Mr.  Column,  Mr.  Button,  Mr.  Halingbam,  Mr. 
Benfon,  Mr.  White,  Mr.  Rowland,  and  Mr.  Hawkins,  all 
bcneiiccd  within  the  diocefe  of  London .  llu  le  had  their 

followers  of  the  laity,  who  foifook  then  paiilh-chutches, 
affembled  with  tne  deprived  mimlfeis  111  woods  and 
private  houfes,  to  worihip  God  without  the  habits  and  ce¬ 
remonies  of  the  church. 

The  Queen,  being  informed  of  their  proceedings,  fent  to 
her  cornmiflioners  to  take  effectual  meafures  to  keep  the  laity 
to  their  parifh-churches,  and  to  let  them  know,  that  if  they 
frequented  any  feparate  conventicles,  or  broke  through  the 
ecclefiaftical  laws,  they  fhould  for  the  firlt  offence  be  deprived 
of  their  freedom  of  the  city  of  London,  and  after  that  abide 
what  further  punifhment  file  fhould  direff.  This  was  a  vaft 
ftretch  of  the  prerogative;!  there  being  no  law  as  yet  to 
disfranchife  any  man  for  not  coming  to  church. 

But  notwithftanding  this  threatening  meffage,  they  went 
on  with  their  affemblies,  and  on  the  19th  of  June  1567, 
agreed  to  have  a  fermon  and  a  communion  at  Plumbers -Hall, 
which  they  hired  for  that  day  under  pretence  of  a  wedding; 
but  here  the  fheriffs  of  London  detected  and  broke  them  up, 
when  they  were  affembled  to  the  number  of  about  one  hun¬ 
dred;  moft  of  them  were  taken  into  cuftody,  and  fome  fent 
to  the  Compter ,  and  next  day  feven  or  eight  of  the  chief 
were  brought  before  the  Bifhop  of  London,  Dean  Goodman, 
Mr.  Archdeacon  Watts,  and  Sir  Roger  Martin,  lord-mayor 
of  London.*  The  bifhop  charged  them  with  abfenting  from 
their  parifh-churches,  and  with  fetting  up  feparate  aJJ'emblies 
for  prayer  and  preaching,  and  miniftering  the  facr ament. — 
He  told  them,  that  by  thefe  proceedings  they  condemned 
the  church  of  England,  which  was  well  reformed  according 
to  the  word  of  God,  and  thofe  martyrs  who  had  Hied  their 


4< 


f  Which,  adds  Dr  Warner,  “  plainly  fhewed  Elizabeth  to  be  the  true 
daughter  of  Htnry 

*  Life  of  Grindal,  p.  2,  i 5.  Life  of  Parker,  p.  342. 
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ood [for  it.  To  which  one  of  them  replied,  in  the  name 
or  the  red,  that  they  condemned  them  not,  but  only  hood 
tor  the  truth  of  God’s  word.  Then  the  biihop  afked  the 
aiitienteh  of  them,  Mr.  John  Smith,  what  he  could  anfwer? 

Wiio  i eplicci,  “  That  they  thanked  God  for  the  reformation; 

“  that  as  long  as  they  could  hear  the  word  of  God  preached 
witiiout  idolatrous  gear  about  it,  they  never  affembled  in 
piivate  houfes;  but  when  it  came  to  this  point,  that  all 
“  their  preachers  were  displaced  who  would  not  fubfcribe 
“  to  the  apparel,  lo  that  they  could  hear  none  of  them  in 

‘‘  church>  for  the  fpace  of  feven  or  eight  weeks,  except 
rather  Coverdale ,  they  began  to  confult  what  to  do;  and 
“  remembering  there  had  been  a  congregation  of  proteftants 
in  the  city  of  London  in  Queen  Mary’s  days,  and  another 
“  of  Englijh  exiles  at  Geneva,  that  ufed  a  book  framed  by 
“  them  there,  they  refolved  to  meet  privately  together,  and 
iu..  tiic  (, nd  book.  And  finally,  Mr.  Smith  offered,  in 
the  name  of  the  reff,  to  yield,  and  do  penance  at  St.  Paid’s 
CrcJ's,  if  the  biihop  and  the  commiffioners  with  him,  could 

reprove  that  book,  or  any  thing  elfe  that  they  held,  by  the 
word  of  God. 


Txie  ciiiiop  told  him,  they  could  not  reprove  the  book,  but 
that  was  no  fufficient  anfwer  for  his  not  going  to  church.*  To 
which  Mr.  Smith  replied,  that  “  He  would  as  foon  go  to 
‘‘  as  to  fome  churches,  and  particularly  to  his  own 
“  panih-church;  for  the  minifter  that  officiated  there  was 
“  a  very  papift.”  Others  faid  the  fiime  of  other  parilh 
priefts.  File  bifliop  alked,  if  they  accufed  any  of  them  by 
name;  upon  which  one  of  them  prefently  named  Mr.  Bedel, 
who  was  there  prefent,  but  the  biihop  would  not  enquire 
into  the  accufation. 


The  dean  of  Wejlminjler ,  who  was  one  of  the  ecclefiaffical 
commiffion,  ciiarged  tnem  with  derogating  from  the  Queen’s 
authority  of  appointing  indifferent  things  in  God’s  worfhip. 
To  which  one  of  them  anfwered,  that  “  it  lay  not  in  the 
“  authority  of  a  prince,  nor  the  liberty  of  a  chriftian  man, 
“  to  ufe  and  defend  that  which  appertained  to  papiftry,  ido- 
“  latry,  and  the  pope’s  canon  law.”  Another  faid,  that 


*  Pierce,  p.  42. 
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4C  thefe  things  were  preferred  before  the  word  of  God  and 
«  the  ordinances  of  Thrift.”  The  bifliop  alked  them  what 
was  preferred?  One  of  them  anfwered  boldly,  “  That  which 
cc  was  upon  the  bifliop’s  head,  and  upon  his  back ;  their  copes 
«  and  furplices,  and  canon  laws.5’  Another  faid,  “  that 
6C  he  thought  both  prince  and  people  ought  to  obey  the 
«  word  of  God.”  To  which  the  bifliop  yielded,  except  in 
things  that  were  indifferent,  which  God  had  neither  com¬ 
manded  nor  forbidden;  in  thefe  he  afferted,  that  princes  had 
authority  to  order  and  command.  Whereupon  feveral  of 
them  cried  out,  “  Prove  that ,  where  find  you  that?”  But 
the  bifliop  would  not  enter  into  the  debate,  alledging  the 
judgment  of  the  learned  Bullinger ;  to  which  Mr.  Smith 
replied,  that  perhaps  they  could  ftiew  Bullinger  againft: 
Bullinger ,  in  the  affair  of  the  habits. 

The  bifliop  alked  them,  whether  they  would  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  church  of  Geneva .  Mr.  Smith  replied,  “  That 
4 6  they  reverenced  the  learned  in  Geneva ,  and  in  other  places, 
“  but  did  not  build  their  faith  and  religion  upon  them.” 
The  bifliop  produced  the  following  paffage  out  of  one  of 
Beza' s  letters,  againft  them;  that  againft  the  bijhops  and 
prince's  will ,  they  fhould  exercife  their  office ,  they  [the  mi- 
nifters  of  Geneva]  did  much  the  more  tremble  at  it.  Mark, 
fays  the  bifliop,  how  the  learned  Beza  trembles  at  your  cafe . 
Whereupon  one  of  them  faid  they  knew  the  letter  well 
enough,  and  that  it  made  nothing  againft  them,  but  rather 
againft  the  prince  and  the  bifliops.  Beza  and  his  learned 
brethren  trembled  at  their  cafe,  in  proceeding  to  fuch  ex¬ 
tremities  with  men,  as  to  drive  them  againft  their  wills  to 
that  which  they  did  not  care  to  mention.  Their  words 
are  thefe,  “  We  hope  that  her  royal  majefty,  and  fo  many 
men  of  dignity  and  goodnefs,  will  endeavour  that  care 
6C  may  rather  be  taken  of  fo  many  pious  and  learned  bre- 
<c  thren,  than  fo  great  an  evil  fhould  happen,  to  wit,  that 
cc  the  pallors  fhould  be  forced,  againft  their  confciences,  to 
4C  do  that  which  is  evil,  and  fo  to  involve  themfelves  in  other 
6C  men’s  fins,  or  to  give  over;  for  we  more  dread  that  third 
thing,  (viz.)  to  exercife  their  minijlry  contrary  to  the  will 
,  of  Iter  majefty  and  the  bijhops ,  for  caufes ,  which  though 
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*!  u'f/?dd  our  peace,  may  well  enough  be  under  flood”*  How 
tac  bifhop  could  think  this  was  levelled  againft  the  non-con- 
lonruits  is  hard  to  underhand.  ^ 

lo  go  on  with  the  examination.  One  of  the  prifoners 
laid,  that  “  before  they  compelled  the  ceremonies,  fo  that 
,  none  officiate  without  them,  all  was  quiet.”  Ano¬ 

ther  (viz.  Mr.  Hawkins )  produced  a  palfage  out  of  Me- 
lanchton,  that  “  when  the  opinion  of  holinefs,  or  neceffity 
“  is  put  unto  things  indifferent,  they  darken  the  light  of  the 
‘  golpel.”  The  bilhop  replied,  that  the  ceremonies  and  habits 
were  not  commanded  of  neceffity.  To  which  Hawkins  rejoined, 
that  tney  had  made  them  matters  of  neceffity,  as  many  a  ooor 
man  had  felt  to  his  cold,  who  had  been  difeharged  of  his 
living  for  non-conformity.  When  the  bifhop  had  occafion- 
aily  obferved,  that  he  had  formerly  faid  mafs,  but  was  forry 
for  it,  one  of  them  anfwered,  he  went  hill  in  the  habit  of  a 
mafs-prieft.  To  which  he  replied,  that  he  had  rather  minifter 
•without  the  cope  and  furplice,  but  for  order  fake  and  obe¬ 
dience  to  the  Oiiecn.  When  fome  of  the  commiffioners 
urged  them  with  the  reformation  of  King  Edward,  one  faid, 
that  “  they  never  went  fo  far  in  his  time,  as  to  make  a  law 
“  Aat  none  fhould  preach  or  minifter  without  the  garments.” 
Sundry  other  expreffions  of  warmth  paffed  on  both  Tide's ; 
at  length  one  of  them  delivered  to  Juftice  Harris  their  book 
of  order,  [the  Geneva  book]  and  challenged  any  of  the 
commiffioners  to  difprove  it  by  the  word  of3 God,  and  they 
v,  ou!d  give  over,  i  he  billiop  faid  they  reproved  it  not,  but 
they  liked  not  their  leparate  aflemblies  to  trouble  the  com¬ 
mon  quiet  of  the  realm  againft  the  Queen’s  will.  But  the 
others  miifteci  on  then  superior  regards  to  the  word  of  God. 
In  conclufion  the  prifoners,  not  yielding  to  the  bilhop,  were 
fent  to  Bridewell,  where  they  with  their  brethren,  and 
fundry  women,  were  kept  in  durance  above  a  year:  At 
length,  their  patience  and  conftancy  having  been  "fufficiently 
tried,  an  order  was  fent  from  the  lords  of  the  council  to 
releafe  them;§  with  an  admonition  to  behave  themfelves 
better  for  the  future.-)-  Accordingly  twenty-four  men  and 


*  Life  of  Grindal,  Records,  No.  xvi. 

§  This  was  done  at  the  motion  and  council  of  Bilhop  Grindal.  En. 

f  Grindal’ s  Life,  p.  135.  feven 
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feven  women  were  difcharged.*  Whether  thefe  feveritics 
were  juftifiable  by  the  laws  of  God  or  the  land,  1  leave  wini 


«  the  gofpel  againft  the  leavings  of  popery,  for  fear  of  lofs 
“  of  o-oods,  or  punilhment  of  body,  or  danger  of  imprt- 


«  fonment,  or  elfe  for  fear  of  men  more  than  God.  ^  lie 
«  then  calls  up  their  courage,  “  Awake,  O  ye  cold  and 
«  lukewarm  preachers,  out  of  fleep;  gird  up  yourlelves 
«  with  the  truth;  come  forth  and  put  your  necks  [  to  the 
«  yoke]  and  think  with  Peter ,  that  perfection  is  no  Grange 
“  thing;  for  which  of  the  prophets  were  not  perfected  as 
“  weUas  Chrift  and  his  apoftles;  not  for  evil  doing,  but 
for  preaching  God’s  word,  and  for  rebuking  the  world 
“  of  fin,  and  for  their  faith  in  Jefus  Chrift  ?  1  his  is  the 

<c  ordinance  of  God,  and  this  is  the  highway  to  Heaven,  by 
corporeal  death  to  eternal  life,  as  Clink  faith,  joh-i  v.^  Let 
cc  us  never  fear  death,  that  is  killed  [[conquered]  by  Cm  iff, 
but  believe  in  him  and  live  for  ever.  There  is  no  condem - 
cc  nation  to  them  that  are  in  Chrift .  0  death!  where  is  thy 

cc  JHng?  tha?iks  be  to  God ,  that  has  given  us  the  vicfoi y.~~ 
cc  Let  us  not  then  diiTemble,  as  fome  do,  to  fave  their  pigs, 
“  but  be  valiant  for  the  truth.  I  doubt  not,  but  all  they 
“  who  believe  the  truth,  and  will  obey  it,  will  confider  the 
cc  caufe;|  and  the  Lord,  for  his  Chrift’ s  fake,  make  Ephraim 
“  and  Manaffes  to  agree,  that  we  may  all  with  one  heart 
“  and  mind  unfeignedly  feek  God’s  glory,  and  the  edification 
44  of  his  people,  that  we  may  live  in  all  godly  peace,  unity, 

*  The  names  of  the  men  were,  John  Smithy  John  Roper ,  Robert  Ted, 
Robert  Hawk  ins y  James  Ireland,  William  Nickfon,  H  alter  Hynkefma?i, 
Ehomas  Rowland,  George  IS'  act  dy ,  II  ill i  am  Earner ,  John  NaJJse ,  James 
Adder  ton,  William  IHight,  Ehomas  Lydjord,  Richard  Langton ,  Alexander 
Lacy,  John  Leonard,  Roger  Hawkfworth ,  Robert  Sparrow ,  Richard  King, 
Chrijlopher  Colman,  John  Benfon,  John  Bolton ,  Robert  Gates . 
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«  f nd  c,oncord;  'rhis  grant,  O  Lord,  for  Chrift  TefuS’  fake 
«  ^  u;hom  W!th  thee  and  the  Holy  Ghoft,  beJ  all  praife’ 
Sloiy  and  honour,  for  ever  and  ever/5  ^  ? 

|n4v  ’ t!K3-!n  a  rtter  ci°  Bifllop  Grindal,  occafioned  by  his 
-h;  'P  s  dlfourfe  to  the  pry  oner  at  his  examination  before 
inn,  December  19,  begins  thus,  “  Pleafethy  our  wifdom 

.«  Zi:X'memberf  ’  &C-  bdn^  g^ed  at  Certain  S 
«  ]d.V  T  JL  f\J?  and  at  your  extreme  dealing  with  us  of 

“  S’  f  Tr  r  '?■  f ter  my  8'rief  in  this  manner.  You 
aid,  if  difciplme  aid  not  tend  to  peace  and  unity,  if  were 

:t  b“ei;. refufed’  whereas  our  Saviour  Chrift  coLandeth 

«  f},e  Pi  ‘ne  if  °nC  part,of  the  SofPe|5  moil  neceffary  for 

«  2d  Mrrr  /  peace,an?  0rder;  the  aP°llles  praftifed  it, 
«  ^  2:  \CalT  and  °,ther  learned  men,  call  it  the  finews 
te  „  1  r  1Ur^h’  tnat  keeps  the  members  together;  and 

“  tious  Hfo’  Whfre  ffipl!ne f  wanting’ there  win  be  a licen- 
«  r  ,and  a  fh°o1  of  wickednefs. — Secondly,  You 

“  V°  bC  °ffe,nded  Wlth  a  late  exercife  of  prayer,  and 

tc  ‘y  V'?’  ,ayi?g’  .tbat  pou  bad  not  heard  of  any  exercife 

“  m  if  i klIK  wltboif  conPent  of  publick  authority:  to 
which  the  example  of  the  Nineties  plainly  anfwers"  who 

proclaimed  a  fall  before  they  acquainted  the  King  with  it- 
nor  did  ^he  kmg  blame  his  fubjefts  forgoing  before  him 
L:  well-doing,  but  approved  it  by  doing  the  like. — Thirdly 
1  ou  laid,  you  would  never  afk  God  mercy  for  ufino-  the 

<£  appare!;  '  and  fll0llld  appear  before  him  with  a  better 
t£  Con  cience  tban  we;  whereas  you  faid  in  a  fermion,  as 

“  :^;-nCanHItnf’fhat^  was  firry,  for  that  you  knew 
£c  >°.u  ’hould  oftend  many  godly  confciences-by  wearing 
t(  f1IS  apparef  requiring  your  auditory  to  have  patience 
for  a  time,  for  that  you  did  but  ufe  them  for  a  time,  to  the 

-  mr  ,y°U  fghf  the  f°ner  abolift  Aein:  And  now  you 
difplace,  bamlh  periecute,  and  imprifon,  fuch  as  will  not 

wear,  nor  confent  thereunto,  and  at  the  fame  time  fay, 

«  Pou  far  not  to  appear  before  God  for  fo  doinp-.  But  if 
the  Corinthians ,  for  eating  meat  to  the  offence  of  their 
t£  brethren>  are  faid  to  fin  againft  Chrift,  how  much  more 
do  >  ou,  who  not  only  retain  the  remnants  of  Antichrift, 
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«  but  compel  others  to  the  fame?  Better  were  it  for  you  to 
“  leave  your  lordly  dignity ,  not  given  you  by  Chrifl,  and  to 
fuller  afthftion  for  the  truth  ol  the  golpel5  than  by  enjoy— 
cc  ing  thereof  to  become  a  perfecutor  of  your  brethren. 
“  Confider  (I  pray  you)  if  throughout  the  whole  fcriptures 
«  you  Can  find  one,  that  was  firlf  a  perfecutor,  and  after 
was  perfecuted  for  the  truth,  that  ever  fell  to  perf ccuting 
“  again  and  repented.  I  defire  you,  in  the  bowels  of  C  hr  ill, 
“  to  confider  your  own  cafe,  who  by  your  own  confefiion 
“  was  once  a  perfecutor,  and  have  fince  been  perfecuted; 
u  whether  \  difplacing,  banilhing,  and  imprifoning  Gods 
«  children  more  ftreightly  than  felons,  hereticks  or  traitors, 
be  perfecutmg  again  or  no?  I  hey  that  make  the  belt  of  it, 
“  fay,  you  buffet  your  brethren,  which  if  the  mafter  of  the 
houfe  find  you  fo  doing  you  know  your  reward.  1  defire 
cc  you,  therefore,  in  the  bowels  of  Chrift,  not  to  reftrain 
“  us  of  the  liberty  of  our  consciences,  but  be  a  means  to 
“  enlarge  our  liberty  in  the  truth  and  fincerity  of  the  gofpel; 
“  and  ufe  your  intereft,  that  all  the  remnants  of  Antichrift 
“  may  be  abolifhed,  with  every  plant  that  our  heavenly 
“ father  has  not  planted.  Signed,  Tours  in  the  Lord  to  com - 
“  ?nand ,  William  White,  who  joineth  with  you  in  every 
•  “  J peck  of  truth ,  but  utterly  detejleth  whole  Antichrifi ,  head, 
“  body ,  and  tail ,  never  to  join  with  you ,  or  any ,  in  the  leajl 
“joint  thereof ;  nor  in  any  ordinance  of  man,  contrary  to  the 
“  word  of  God ,  by  his  grace  unto  the  church  N 

But  neither  the  arguments  nor  fufferings  of  the  Puritans , 
nor  their  great  and  undiffembled  piety,  had  an  influence  upon 
the  commijfi  oners ,  who  had  their  fpies  in  all  fufpecled  places, 
to  prevent  their  religious  aflemblies;  and  gave  out  Uriel 
orders,  that  no  clergyman  fliould  be  permitted  to  preach  in 
any  of  the  pulpits  of  London ,  without  a  licence  from  the 
Archbifhop  of  Canterbury ,  or  the  Bifliop  of  London. 

The  perfecution  of  the  proteftants  in  France  and  the  Low 
Countries  was  hot  and  terrible  about  this  time.  The  King 
of  France  broke  through  all  his  ediffs,  for  the  free  exercife 
of  the  reformed  religion;  he  banifhed  their  min  liters,  and 
much  blood  was  fpilt  in  their  religious  wars.  In  the  Ne¬ 
therlands  the  Duke  IF  Alva  breathed  cut  nothing  but  blood 
and  {laughter,  putting  multitudes  to  death  for  religion. 

This 
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Ihis  occafioned  great  numbers  to  fly  into  England ,  which 
multiplied  the  Dutch  churches  in  Norwich ,  Colchejler , 

'ivich)  Canterbury ,  Maidjione ,  Southampton ,  London ,  South- 
wark,  and  elfewhere.  I  he  Queen,  for  their  encourage¬ 
ment,  allowed  them  the  liberty  of  their  own  of  worfhip , 

and  as  they  brought  their  manufaftures  over  with  them, 
they  proved  very  beneficial  to  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
the  nation. 

Even  in  England  the  hearts  of  all  good  men  were  ready 
to  fail,  for  fear  of  the  return  of  popifh  idolatry;  the  Queen 
being  fuddenly  feized  with  a  fevere  fit  of  ficknefs  this  fummer, 
[i5^3]  which  brought  her  to  the  very  point  of  death,  and  the 
presumptive  heir,  Mary,  late  Queen  of  Scots,  being  abigotted 
papift.  The  Queen,  together  with  her  bodily  diftemper, 
was  under  great  terror  of  mind  for  her  fins,  and  for  not 
difcharging  the  duty  of  her  high  ftation  as  Ike  ought:  She 
faid,  jhe  had  forgotten  her  God!  to  whom  Jhe  had  made  many 
vows,  and  been  unthankful  to  him .  Prayers  were  compofed, 
and  publickly  read  in  all  churches  for  her  majefly’s  recovery, 
in  which  they  petitioned,  that  God  would  heal  her  foul,  and 
cure  her  ?nind  as  well  as  her  body .  The  papiits  were  never 
more  fanguine  in  their  expectations,  nor  the  reformation 
in  greater  danger,  than  now;  and  yet  Bridewell  and  other 
prifons  were  full  of  puritans,  as  appears  by  a  manufcript 
letter  of  Mr.  Thomas  Lever,  now  before  me,  dated  Dec.  5, 
1568,  in  which  he  endeavours  to  comfort  the  prifoners, 
and  declares,  that  though  the  popifli  garments  and  cere¬ 
monies  wxre  not  unclean  in  themfelves,*  yet  he  was  deter¬ 
mined  for  himfelf,  by  God’s  grace,  never  to  wear  the  fquare 
cap  and  furplice ,  becaufe  they  tended  neither  to  decency 
nor  edification,  but  to  offence,  diffenfion,  and  divifion  in  the 
church  of  Chrift:  nor  would  he  kneel  at  the  communion, 
becaufe  it  was  a  fymbolizing  with  popery,  and  looked  too 
much  like  the  adoration  of  the  hold.  But  at  length  it 
pleafed  Almighty  God  todiflipate  for  the  prefent  the  clouds 
that  hung  over  the  reformation,  by  the  Queen’s  recovery. 

This  year  was  publiflied  the  Bible  in  folio,  called  the 
Bifhops  Bible,  with  a  preface  by  Archbifliop  Parker .  It  was 
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only  Cranmer* s  tranflation  revifed  and  corrected  by  fevera! 
bifhops  and  learned  men,  whofe  names  may  be  feen  in  the 
records  of  Bilhop  Burnet's  hiftory  of  the  reformation.— 
The  defign  was  to  fet  afide  the  Geneva  truncation ,  which 
had  given  offence.  In  the  beginning,  before  the  book  of 
Genefis ,  is  a  map  of  the  land  of  Canaan ;  before  the  New 
Tefiament  is'  inferted  a  map  of  the  places  mentioned  in  the 
four  evangelifts,  and  the  journeys  of  Chrift  and  his  apoftles. 
There  are  various  cuts  difperfed  through  the  book,  and 
feveral  genealogical  and  chronological  tables,  with  the  arms 
of  divers  noblemen,  particularly  thofe  of  Cranmer  and 
Parker .  There  are  alfo  fome  references  and  marginal  notes, 
for  the  explication  of  difficult  paffages.*  This  was  the 
Bible  that  was  read  in  the  churches  till  the  laft  tranflation  of 
King  James  I.  took  place. 

But  there  was  another  florin  gathering  abroad,  which 
threatened  the  reformation  all  over  Europe ;  molt  of  the 
popifh  princes  having  entered  into  a  league  to  extirpate  it 
out  of  the  world:  The  principal  confederates  were  the 
pope,  the  emperor,  the  kings  of  Spain,  France ,  and  Portugal ; 
with  the  Duke  of  Savoy ,  and  fome  leffer  princes:  Their 
agreement  was,  to  endeavour  by  force  of  arms  to  depofe  all 
proteffant  kings  or  potentates,  and  to  place  catholicks  in  their 
room;  and  to  difplace,  banifh,  and  condemn  to  death,  all 
well-wifhers,  and  affiflants  of  the  clergy  of  Luther  and 
Calvin ,  while  the  pope  was  to  thunder  out  his  anathemas 
againft  the  Queen  of  England ,  to  interdict  the  kingdom, 
and  to  abfolve  her  fubjefts  from  their  allegiance.  In  pro- 
fecution  of  this  league,  war  was  already  begun  in  France , 
Holland ,  and  in  feveral  parts  of  Germany ,  with  unheard-of 
cruelties  againft  the  reformed.  Under  thefe  difficulties,  the 
proteflant  princes  of  Germany  entered  into  a  league,  for  their 
common  defence,  and  invited  the  Queen  of  England  to  accede 
to  it.  Her  majefly  fent  Sir  Henry  Killigrew  over  to  the 
Elector  Palatine  with  a  handfome  excufe;  and  at  the  fame 
time  ordered  her  ambaffador  in  France ,  to  offer  her  mediation 
between  that  King  and  his  proteflant  fubjefts:  But  the  con¬ 
federacy  was  ngttobe  broken  by  treaties;  upon  which  her 
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majefly,  by  way  of  felf-defence,  and  to  ward  off  the  ftorm 
from  her  own  kingdoms,  affilted  the  confederate  proteffants 
of  France  and  Holland ,  with  men  and  money.  This  was  the 
fecond  time  the  Queen  had  fupported  them  in  their  religious 
Wars  againft  their  natural  Kings.  The  foreign  popifh  princes 
reproached  hei  for  it;  and  her  majefty’s  minifters  had  much 
ado  to  reconcile  it  with  the  court  doctrines  of  paflive  obe¬ 
dience  and  non-reliftance. 

At  home  the  papifls  were  in  motion,  having  vaft  expefta- 
tions  from  certain  prophecies,  that  the  Queen  fhould  not 
reign  above  twelve  years;  their  numbers  were  formidable; 
and  fuch  was  their  latitude,  that  it  was  not  eafy  to  bring 
them  within  the  verge  of  the  laws.  In  Lancajhire  the  com¬ 
mon  prayer-book  was  laid  afide,  churches  were  Unit  up,  and 
the  mafs  celebrated  openly.  The  Queen  fent  down  com- 
miflioners  of  enquiry,  but  all  they  could  do  was  to  bind 
fome  of  the  principal  gentlemen  to  their  good  behaviour  in 
recognizances  of  ioo  marks.*  Two  of  the  colleges  of 
Oxford ,  (viz.)  New  College  and  Corpus  Chrifti ,  were  fo  ever- 
run  with  papifls,  that  the  Billiop  of  Winchejler  their  vifitor, 
was  forced  to  break  open  the  gates  of  the  college,  and  fend 
for  the  ecclefiaflical  commiffion  to  reduce  them  to  order.  § 
Great  numbers  of  papifls  harboured  in  the  inns  of  court, 
and  in  feveral  other  places  of  publick  refort,  expecting  with 
impatience  the  death  of  the  Queen,  and  the  fucceffion  of 
the  prefumptive  heir,  Mary,  late  Queen  of  Scotland. 

Towards  the  latter  end  of  the  year,  the  earls  of  Northum¬ 
berland  and  IVefmoreland,  with  their  friends,  to  the  number 
of  4000,  broke  out  into  open  rebellion;  their  pretence 
•was,  to  reflore  the  popiili  religion,  and  deliver  the  Queen  of 
Scots.  In  the  city  of  Durham  they  tore  the  Bible  and  com¬ 
mon  prayer-book  to  pieces,  and  reftored  the  mafs  in  all 
places  wherever  they  came;  but  hearing  of  the  advance  of 
the  Queen’s  army  under  the  Earl  of  Suffolk,  they  fled  north¬ 
ward,  and  mouldered  away,  without  flanding  a  battle:  The 
Earl  of  Northumberland  was  taken  in  Scotland ,  and  executed 
at  Fork,  with  many  of  his  confederates;  but  the  Earl  of 
Wejlmoreland  efcaped  into  Flanders,  and  died  in  poverty. 

*  Strype’s  Ann.  p.  541.  §  Grindal’s  Life,  p.  133. 
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No  fooner  was  this  rebellion  over  but  the  Lord  Darns  excited 
another  on  the  borders  of  Scotland ;  but  after  a  fmall  Ikir- 
milh  with  the  governor  of  Berwick  he  was  defeated  and 
fled,  and  the  rabble  were  pardoned.  There  was  a  general 
commotion  among  the  papifts  in  all  parts  of  the  kingdom, 
who  would  have  united  their  forces,  if  the  northern  rebels 

had  maintained  their  ground. 

To  give  new  life  to  the  catholick  caufe,  the  pope  pub- 
lifhed  a  bull ,  excommunicating  the  Queen,  and  abfolving 
her  fubjefts  from  their  allegiance.  In  this  bull  he  calls  her 
majefty  an  ufurper ,  and  a  vaffal  of  iniquity ;  and  having  given 
fome  inftances  of  her  averfion  to  the  catholick  religion,  he 
declares  “  her  an  heretick,  and  an  encourager  of  hereticks; 
“  and  anathematizes  all  that  adhere  to  her.  He  deprives 
her  of  her  royal  crown  and  dignity,  and  abfolves  all  her 
fubjects  from  all  obligations  of  fidelity  and  obedience.* 
“  He  involves  all  thofe  in  the  fame  fentence  of  excommu¬ 
nication,  who  prefume  to  obey  her  orders,  commands,  or 
laws,  for  the  future;  and  excites  all  foreign  potentates  to 
take  up  arms  againft  her.”  This  alarmed  the  adminiflra- 
tion,  and  put  them  upon  their  guard;  but  it  quickly  ap¬ 
peared  that  the  pope’s  thunderbolts  had  loft  their  terror; 
for  the  Roman  catholick  princes  not  being  forward  to  en¬ 
courage  the  court  of  Rome’s  pretended  power  of  excom¬ 
municating  princes,  continued  their  correfpondence  with 
the  Queen;  and  her  own  Roman  catholick  fubjefts  remained 
pretty  quiet;  though  from  this  time  they  feparated  openly 
from  the  church.  But  the  Queen  took  hold  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  require  all  jujlices  of  peace,  and  other  officers  in 
commiffion ,  throughout  all  the  counties  in  England ,  to  fub- 
feribe  their  names  to  an  instrument,  profeffing  their  con¬ 
formity  and  obedience  to  the  aft  of  uniformity  in  religion , 
and  for  due  reforting  to  their  parijh  churches  to  hear  common 
prayer.  This  affefted  puritans  as  well  as  papifls.  The  gen¬ 
tlemen  of  the  inns  of  court  were  alfo  cited  before  the 
ecclefiaftical  commiflion,  and  examined  about  their  reforting 
to  church,  and  receiving  the  facrament,  of  which  moll  of 
them  were  very  negligent.  This  raifed  a  clamour,  as  if  the 
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Queen  intended  to  ranfack  into  men’s  confidences;  in  anfwer 
to  which  flie  publifhed  a  declaration,  that  die  had  no  fuch 
intention,  “  1  hat  die  did  not  enquire  into  the  fentiments  of 
Peopic  s  mind,  but  only  required  an  external  conformity 
to  the  laws;  and  that  all  that  came  to  church,  and  ob- 
^  bdved  her  injunctions,  Ihould  be  deemed  good  fubjefts,” 
bo  that  if  men  would  be  hypocrites,  her  majefty  would  leave 

them  to  God;  but  if  they  would  not  conform  they  mull 
xuffer  the  law. 

When  the  next  parliament  met  they  paffed  a  law  making 
it  high  treafon  to  declare  the  Queen  to  be  an  heretick ,  fchif- 
matick,  tyrant,  infidel  or  ufurper-,  to  publijh  or  put  in  ufie  the 
pope’s  bulls-,  to  be  reconciled  to  the  church  of  Rome,  or  to  re¬ 
ceive  abfio’ution  by  virtue  of  them-.  ''  The  concealing,  or  not 
dilcovering  offenders  againft  this  act,  is  mifprifion  of  treafon. 
A  proteftation  was  likewife  drawn  up,  to  be  taken  by  all 
reputed  papifts,  in  thefe  words:  “  I  do  profefs  and  confefs 
1  ’  before  God,  that  Queen  Elizabeth,  my  fovereign  lady, 
“  now  reigning  in  England,  is  rightfully,  and  ought  to  be 
“  and  continue  Queen,  and  lawfully  beareth  the"  imperial 
ci  own  ol  thefe  realms,  notwithstanding  any  aft  or  fentence 
cc  that  any  pope  or  bilhop  has  done  or  given,  or  can  do  or 
“  give;  and  that  if  any  pope,  or  other,  fay  or  judge  to  the 
“  contrary,  whether  he  fay  it  as  pope,  or  liowfoever,  he 
“  erreth  and  affirmeth,  holdeth  and  teacheth  error.”  And 
that  the  puritans  might  not  efcape  without  fome  note  of  dis¬ 
loyalty,  another  proteftation  was  drawn  up  for  them;+  in 
which  they  profefs  before  God,  that  “  they  believe  in  their 
“  confciences,  that  Queen  Elizabeth  is  and  ought  to  be 
“  lawful  Queen  of  England,  notwithftanding  any  "aft  or  fen- 
“  tence,  that  any  church,  fynod,  confiflory,  or  ecclefiaftical 
“  affembly,  hath  done  or  given,  or  can  give;  and  that  if  any 
“  fay  or  judge  the  contrary,  in  what  refpeft  foeverhe  faith 
.  “  it,  he  erreth,  and  affirmeth,  holdeth  and  teacheth,  error 
“  and  falfhood.” 

T here  was  no  manner  of  occafion  for  this  lafl  proteftation; 
for  in  the  midfl  of  thefe  commotions  the  puritans  continued 
the  Queen’s  faithful  and  dutiful  fubje£ts3  and  ferved  her 

*  13  Eliz.  cap.  1.  f  Life  of  Parker,  p.  324. 
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majefty  as  chaplains  in  her  armies  and  navy,  though  they 
were  not  admitted  into  the  churches.  One  would  have 
thought  the  formidable  confpiracies  of  the  Roman  catholicks 
fliould  have  alienated  the  Queen’s  heart  from  them,  and  pre¬ 
vailed  with  her  majefty  to  yield  fomething,  for  the  fake  of 
a  firmer  union  among  her  proteftant  fubjefts;  but  inftead 
of  this,  the  edge  of  the  laws  that  were  made  againft  popifll 
recufants,  was  turned  againft  proteftant  non-conformifts, 
which  inftead  of  bringing  them  into  the  church,  like  all 
other  methods  of  feverity,  drove  them  further  from  it. 

This  year  [1570]  died  Mr.  Andrew  Kingsmill ,  born  in 
Hampjhire ,  and  educated  in  All  Souls  college,  Oxon ,  of  which 
he  was  elected  fellow  in  1558.  He  had  fuch  a  ftrong 
.  memory,  that  he  could  readily  rehearfe  in  the  Greek  language, 
all  St.  Paul* s  epiftles  to  the  Romans  and  Galatians ,  and  other 
portions  of  fcripture  memoriter.  He  was  a  moft  pious  and 
religious  perfon,  undervaluing  all  worldly  profit,  in  compa- 
rifon  of  the  affurance  of  his  falvation.  In  the  year  1563, 
there  were  only  three  preachers  in  the  univerfity,  of  whom 
Kingsmill  was  one;  but  after  fome  time,  when  conformity 
was  prefled,  and  Samp/on  deprived  of  his  deanery,  he  with¬ 
drew  from  the  kingdom,  refolving  to  live  in  one  of  the  beft 
reformed  churches  for  doctrine  and  difcipline,  the  better  to 
prepare  himfelf  for  the  fervice  of  the  church  ;*  accordingly 
he  lived  three  years  at  Geneva ,  from  thence  he  removed  to 
Laufanne ,  where  he  died  this  year,  in  the  prime  of  his  days, 
leaving  behind  him  an  excellent  pattern  of  piety,  devotion, 
and  all  manner  of  virtue. 

The  rigorous  execution  of  the  penal  laws,  made  bufmefs 
for  the  civilians ;  many  were  cited  into  the  fpiritual  courts, 
and  after  long  attendance,  and  great  charges,  were  fufpended 
or  deprived;  the  purfuivant ,  or  meffenger  of  the  court, 
was  paid  by  the  mile;  the  fees  were  exorbitant,  which  the 
prifoner  muft  fatisfy  before  he  is  difcharged;  the  method  of 
proceeding  was  dilatory  and  vexatious,  though  they  feldom 
called  any  witneffes  to  fupportthe  charge,  but aifually  tendered 
the  defendant  an  oath,  to  anfwer  the  interrogatories  of  the 
court;  and  if  he  refufed  the  oath,  they  examined  him  without 


*  Wood’s  A  then.  Ox.  voh  i.  p,  125,  126, 
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it,  and  convifted  him  upon  his  own  confelTion;  if  the  pri- 
foner  was  difmiffed,  he  was  almoft  ruined  with  the  colts,  and 
bound  in  a  recognizance  to  appear  again  whenfoever  the 
court  Ih  on  Id  require  him.  We  lhall  meet  with  many  fad 
examples  of  luch  proceedings  in  the  latter  part  of  this  reign. 
The  honed  puritans  made  confcience  of  not  denying  any 
thing  they  were  charged  with,  if  it  was  true ,  though  they 
might  certainly  have  put  the  accufers  on  proof  of  the  charge: 
Nay,  molt  ol  them  thought  themfeives  bound  to  confeft 
the  truth,  and  bear  a  publick  teftimony  to  it,  before  the 
civil  magirtrate,  though  it  was  made  life  of  to  their  did 
advantage.  *  The 

*  I  have  an  example  of  this  now  before  me.  The  Reverend  Mr.  Ax  ton , 
minifler  of  Morton-Corbet  in  Leicejlerjhire ,  was  cited  into  the  bifhop’s 
court  three  fer^eral  times  this  year,  and  examined  upon  the  reafons  of  bis 
refufing  the  apparel ,  the  crofs  in  baptifm,  and  kneeling  at  the  facrament, 
which  he  debated  with  the  bifhop  and  his  officers  with  a  decent  freedom 
and  courage.  At  the  clofe  of  the  debate  the  bifhop  faid, 

Bijbop.  Now,  Mr.  Axtony  I  would  know  of  you,  what  you  think  of  the 
calling  of  the  bifhops  of  England? 

Axton.  I  may  fall  into  danger  by  anfwering  this  queflion, 

Bijh.  I  may  compel  you  to  anfwer  upon  your  oath. 

Axt.  But  I  may  choofe  whether  I  will  anfwer  upon  oath  or  not.  I  am 
not  bound  to  bring  myfelf  into  danger;  but  becaufe  I  am  perfuaded  it  will 
redound  to  God’s  glory,  I  will  fpeak,  be  the  confequence  what  it  will; 
and  I  trull  in  the  holy  J'pirit  that  I  fhall  be  willing  to  die  in  defence  of  the 
truth. 

Bijh.  Well;  what  do  you  think  of  my  calling? 

Axt.  You  are  not  lawfully  called  to  be  a  bifhop,  according  to  the  word 

af  God. 

Bijh.  I  thought  fo;  but  why  ? 

Axt.  For  three  caufes,  i.  Becaufe  you  were  not  ordained  by  the  confent 
of  the  elder /hip. 

Bijh.  But  I  had  the  hands  of  three  or  four  bifhops. 

Axt.  But  that  is  not  theelderfhip  St.  Paul  fpeaks  of,  I  Tim.  iv.  14. 

Bijh.  By  what  elderfhip  were  you  ordained?  Was  it  not  by  a  bifhop  ? 

Axt .  I  had  indeed  the  laying  on  of  the  hands  of  one  of  the  bifhops  of 
England ,  but  that  was  the  leak  part  of  my  calling. 

Bijh.  What  calling  had  you  more  ? 

Axt.  I  having  exercifed  and  expounded  the  word  feveral  times  in  an 
ordinary  affembly  of  ten  miniflers;  they  joined  in  prayer,  and,  being  re¬ 
quired  to  fpeak  their  confciences  in  the  prefence  of  God,  declared  upon 
the  trial  they  had  of  me,  that  they  were  perfuaded  I  might  become  a  pro¬ 
fitable  labourer  in  the  houfe  of  God;  after  which  I  received  the  laying  on 
of  the  hands  of  the  bifhop. 

Bijh.  But  you  had  not  the  laying  on  of  the  hands  of  thofe  preachers. 

Axt.  No  1 
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The  controverfy  with  the  church,  which  had  hitherto 
been  chiefly  confined  to  the  habits ,  to  the  crofs  in  baptifm , 
and  kneeling  at  the  Lord's  /upper ,  began  now  to  open  into 
fev^ral  more  confiderable  branches,  by  the  lectures  of  the 

Reverend 

Axt.  No;  I  had  the  fubftance,  but  I  wanted  the  accident,  wherein  I 
befeech  the  Lord  to  be  merciful  to  me;  for  the  laying  on  of  hands,  as  it 
is  the  word ,  fo  it  is  agreeable  with  the  mighty  action  of  ordaining  the 
minifters  of  God. 

Bijh.  Well,  then  your  ordination  is  imperfect  as  well  as  mine.  What 
is  your  fecond  reafon  ? 

Axt.  Becaufe  you  are  not  ordained  bifhop  over  any  one  flock;  nay,  you 
are  not  a  pallor  over  any  one  congregation,  contrary  to  1  Pet .  v.  2,  Feed 
the  flock ;  and  to  Ads  xiv.  23  ;  from  whence  it  is  manifeft  that  there  fhould 
be  bifhops  and  elders  through  every  congregation. 

Bijh .  What  is  a  congregation  ? 

Axt .  Not  a  whole  diocefe,  but  fuch  a  number  of  people  as  ordinarily 
aflemble  in  one  place  to  hear  the  word  of  God. 

Bijh .  What  if  you  had  a  parifh  fix  or  feven  miles  long,  where  many 
could  not  come  to  hear  once  in  a  quarter  of  a  year  ? 

Axt .  1  would  not  be  paftor  over  fuch  a  flock. 

Bijh.  What  is  your  third  reafon? 

Axt.  Becaufe  you  are  not  chofen  by  the  people;  A  Sis  xiv,  23.  And 
they  ordained  elders  by  eledion  in  every  church ,  XeipoBvxanzvks,  by  the  lifting 
up  of  hands. 

B’s  Chanc .  How  came  you  to  be  parfon  of  Morton  Corbet  P 

Axt .  I  am  no  parfon. 

Chanc ,  Are  you  then  vicar? 

Axt.  No;  I  am  no  vicar.  I  abhor  thofe  names  as  antichriftian ;  I  am 
pallor  of  the  congregation  there. 

Chanc.  Are  you  neither  parfon  nor  vicar  ?  How  hold  you  your  living  ? 

Axt.  I  receive  thefe  temporal  things  of  the  people,  becaufe  I,  being 
their  paftor,  do  minifter  to  them  fpiritual  things. 

Chanc.  If  you  are  neither  parfon  nor  vicar  you  muft  reap  no  profit. 

Axt.  Do  you  mean  good  faith  in  that  you  fay  ? 

Chanc .  Yea,  if  you  will  be  neither  parfon  nor  vicar ,  there  is  good 
caufe  why  another  fhould. 

Bijh.  You  muft  underftand,  that  all  livings  in  the  church  are  given  to 
minifters  as  parfons  and  vicars ,  and  not  as  paftor s  and  minijiers .  How 
were  you  chofen  paftor? 

Axt.  By  the  free  election  of  the  people  and  leave  of  the  patron :  After 
I  had  preached  about  fix  weeks  by  way  of  probation,  I  was  chofen  by  one 
confent  ot  them  all,  a  fermon  being  preached  by  one  of  my  brethren, 
fetting  forth  the  mutual  duties  of  paftor  and  people 

Bijh .  May1  the  bifhops  of  England  ordain  minifters? 

Axt.  You  ought  not  to  do  it  in  the  manner  ye  do;  that  is,  without 
the  confent  of  the  elderfhip,  without  fufficient  proof  of  their  qualifications, 
and  without  ordaining  them  to  a  particular  congregation. 

0.3  Bijh. 
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Reverend  Mr.  Thomas  Cartwright ,  B.  D.  fellow  of  Trinity 
college,  Cambridge ,  and  Lady  Margaret's  profeffor,  a  con- 
rageous  man,  a  popular  preacher,  a  profound  fcholar,  and 
maher  of  an  elegant  Latin  ftilej  he  was  in  high  efteem  in 

the 


Bifi.  Well,  Mr .  Jxton,  you  muft  yield  fomewhat  to  me,  and  I  will 
yiela  lomewhat  to  you;^  I  will  not  trouble  you  for  the  crofs  in  baptifm. ;  and 
if  you  will  wear  the  J'urplice  but  fometimes  it  fhall  fuffice. 

Mx*'  T  can,t  confent  t0  wear  hirplice,  it  is  againft  my  confcience; 

^elp  of  God,  1  fhall  never  put  on  that  Jleeve  which  is  a 
mark  of  the  bead:. 

1  ijb.  Will  you  leave  your  flock  for  the  furplice? 

4xt.  Nay  Will  you  perfecute  me  from  my  flock  for  a  furplice  ?  I  love 
my  flock  in  Jefus  Chrift,  and  had  rather  have  my  right  arm  cut  oft  than 
be  removed  from  them. 

Bijh.  Well,  I  will  not  dep  rive  you  this  time. 

Axt.  I  beieech  you  coniider  what  you  do  in  removing  me  from  my 
flock  feeing  I  am  not  come  in  at  the  window,  or  . by  flmony,  but  according1 
to  the  inftitution  of  jefus  Chrifl.  '  b 

Gn  the  2  2d  of  November  following  Mr.  Axton  appeared  again,  and  was 
examining  touched  organs,  mufick  in  churches,  and  obedience  to 
the  Queen’s  laws,  &c. 

Bijh.  You  in  refufmg  the  furplice  are  difloyal  to  the  Queen,  and  fliew 
a  contempt  of  her  la^vs. 

Axf.  You  do  me  great  injury  in  charging  me  with  difloyalty;  and 
especially  when  you  call  me  and  my  brethren  traitors,  and  fay,  that  we 
are  more  troublefome  fubjedls  than  the  papifts. 

Bijh.  I  fay  ftill,  the  papifts,  are  afraid  to  ftir,  but  you  are  prefumptuous, 
and  difquiet  the  ftate  more  than  they. 

uixt.  If  I,  or  any  that  fear  God,  fpeak  the  truth,  doth  this  difquiet 
the  ftate?  The  papifts  have  for  twelve  years  been  plotting  treafon  againft 
the  Queen  and  the  gofpel,  and  yet  this  doth  not  grieve  you.  But  I  proteft 
in  the  prefence  of  God,  and  of  you  all,  that  T  am  a  true  and  faithful  fub- 
jedt  to  her  majefty ;  alfo  I  do  pray  daily  both  publickly  and  privately,  for 
her  majeftv’s  fafety,  and  for  her  long  and  profperous  reign,  and  for  the 
overthrow  of  all  her  enemies,  and  efpecially  the  papifts.  I  do  profefs 
my felf  an  enemy  to  her  enemies,  and  a  friend  to  her  friends ;  therefore,  if 
you  have  any  confcience,  ceafe  to  charge  me  with  difloyalty  to  my  prince. 

Bijh.  In  as  much  as  you  rerufe  to  wear  the  furplice,  which  fhe  has  com-, 
manded,  you  do  in  efletft  deny  her  to  be  fupreme  governefs  in  all  caufes 
ecclefiaftical  and  temporal. 

Axt .  J  admit  her  majefty \s  fupremacy  fo  far,  as,  if  there  be  any  error 
in  the  governors  of  the  church,  (he  has  power  to  reform  it;,  but  I  do  not 
admit  her  to  be  an  ecclefiaftical  elder,  or  church  governor. 

Bijh .  Yes;  but  fhe  is,  md  hath  full  power  and  authority  all  manner 
cf  ways ;  indeed  fhe  doth  not  adminifter  the  facraments  and  preach,  but 
jeaveth  thofe  things  to  us.  B.t  if  Jhe  were  a  man,  as  fhe  is  a  woman  * 
why  might  Jhe  not  preach  the  word  of  God  as  well  as  we? 
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the  univeifity,  his  leflures  being  frequented  by  vaft  crouds 
of  fcholars ;  'and  when  he  preached  at  St.  Mary’s  they  were 
forced  to  take  down  tile  windows.  Bcza  fays  ot  him,  that 
he  thought  there  was  not  a  more  learned  man  under  the  fun. 
This  divine,  in  his  leftures,  difputed  againft  certain  blemiffies 
of  the  Engli/h  hierarchy,  and  particularly  againft  thefe  iix, 

which  he  fubfcribed  with  his  own  hand:* 

“  The  names  and  functions  of  archb'tjhops  and  archdeacons 
“  ought  to  be  abolilhed,  as  having  no  foundation  in  fcrip- 

u  _ The  offices  of  the  lawful  minifters  of  the  church, 

“  viz.  bifhops  and  deacons ,  ought  to  be  1  educed  to  tne  apofto- 
«  lical  inftitution ;  the  bijhop  to  preach  the  word  of  God 
“  and  pray,  and  deacons  to  take  care  of  the  poor.  1  he 
government  of  the  church  ought  not  to  be  tntiufted  with 

Axt.  May  (lie,  if  fire  were  a  man,  preach  the  word  of  God?  Then 

fhe  may  alfo  adminifter  the  facraments. 

Bijh.  This  does  not  follow,  for  you  know  Paul  preached,  and  yet  did 

not  baptize.  t  ,  ,  r  r  .  n 

Axt.  Paul  confeffes  that  he  did  baptize,  though  he  was  fent  efpecially 

to  preach.  .  ,  .  .  M 

Bijh.  Did  not  Mo/es  teach  the  people  ?  and  yet  he  was  their  civil 

governor.  ,  T,.  c 

Axt .  Mofes' s  calling  was  extraordinary.  Remember  the  King  of 

Judah,  how  he  would  have  facrificed  in  the  temple  of  God.  Take  need 
how  you  confound  thofe  offices  which  God  has  difdnguifhed, 

Bijh.  You  fee  how  he  runneth. 

Bickley .  You  fpeak  very  confidently  and  raflily. 

Bijh.  This  is  his  arrogant  fpirit.- - * — MS.  p.  55*  5^* 

Thus  the  difpute  broke  off,  and  the  good  man,  notwithftanding  all  his 
{implications,  was  deprived  of  his  living,  and  driven  to  feek  his  bread 
in  another  country,  though  the  bifhop  owned  he  was  a  divine  of  good 
learning,  a  ready  memory,  and  well  qualified  for  the  pulpit, 

One  fees  here  the  difficulties  the  puritans  laboured  under  in  their  ordi¬ 
nations  ;  they  apprehended  the  eletflion  of  the  people,  and  the^  examina¬ 
tion  of  prefbyters,  with  the  impofition  of  their  hands,  necefiary  to  the 
call  of  aminifter;  but  this,  if  it  were  done  in  England  without  a  bifhop, 
would  hardly  entitle  them  to  preach  in  the  church,  or  give  them  a  legal 
title  to  the  profits  of  their  livings:  Therefore,  after  they  had  palled  the 
former  trials,  they  applied  to  the  bifhop  for  the  impofition  of  his  hands ;  but 
others  being  difatisfied  with  the  ordination  of  a  fingle  perfon,  not  rightly 
called,  as  they  thought,  to  the  office  of  a  bifhop,  went  beyond  fea,  and 
were  ordained  by  the  prefbyteries  of  foreign  churches :  For  though  the 
EngUJh  puritans  had  their  fynods  and  prefbyteries,  yet  it  is  remarkable 
that  they  never  ordained  a  fingle  perfon  to  the  miniflry. 

*  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  i.  p.6z8,  9. 
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c  bifoops  chancellors ,  or  the  officials  of  archdeacons ;  but  every 
4C  £burch  be  governed  by  its  own  minifter  and  pref- 

)yteis.  Minifters  ought  not  to  be  at  large,  but  every 
one  mould  have  the  charge  of  a  certain  flock. — No-body 
ihouid  aik,  01  Hand  as  a  candidate  for  the  miniflry, 

“  Bifhops  fliould  not  be  created  by  civil  authority  but 
“  ought  to  be  fairly  chofen  by  the  church.”  ’  * 

Thefe  pi  opofitions  are  laid  to  be  untrue,  dangerous,  and 
tending  to  the  ruin  of  learning  and  religion;  they  were  there* 
*01  e  font  to  Secretary  Cecily  chancellor  of  the  univerfity, 
who  advifed  the  vice-chancellor  to  filence  the  author,  or 
oblige  him  to  recant.  Cartwright  challenged  Dr.  Whitgift , 
who  preached  againfl  him,  to  a  publick  deputation,  which 
he  refufed,  unlefs  he  had  the  Queen’s  licence;  and  Whitgift 
offered  a  pniate  debate  by  writing,  which  the  other  declined, 
as  anfwering  no  valuable  purpofe. 

Other  dangerous  and  feditious  propofitions,  as  they  were 
called,  were  collected  out  of  Cartwright9 s  leftures,  and  fent 

to  court  by  Dr.  Whitgift ,  to  incenfe  the  Queen  and  chan¬ 
cellor  againfl:  him.  As, 

1.  “  In  reforming  the  church,  it  is  neceflary  to  reduce 
“  all  things  to  the  apoftolical  inftitution. 

2.  No  man  ought  to  be  admitted  into  the  miniflry,  but 
c‘  who  is  capable  of  preaching. 

3.  <c  None  but  fuch  a  minifter  of  the  word  ought  to  pray 
pubiickly  in  the  church,  or  adminifter  the  facraments. 

4.  “  Popifh  ordinations  are  not  valid. 

5.  Only  canonical  fcripture  ought  to  be  read  pubiickly 
<c  in  the  church. 

o.  Ci  The  publick  liturgy  fhculd  be  fo  framed,  that  there 
“  be  no  private  praying  or  reading  in  the  church,  but  that 
“  all  the  people  attend  to  the  prayers  of  the  miniffer. 

7.  iC  The  care  of  burying  the  dead,  does  not  belong  more 
“  to  the  minifferial  office,  than  to  the  reft  of  the  church. 

8.  Equal  reverence  is  due  to  all  canonical  fcripture,  and 
to  all  the  names  of  God;  there  is  therefore  no  reafon' 
why  the  people  fliould  ftand  at  the  reading  of  the  gofpel, 

u  or  bow  at  the  name  of  Jefus. 

9.  “  It  is  as  lawful  to  fit  at  the  Lord’s  table,  as  to  kneel 

u  or  Jtanch 


to.  “  The 


CHAP.  V. 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


233 

10.  u  The  Lord’s  fupper  ought  not  to  be  adminifteerd 
in  private;  nor  fhould  eaptifm  be  adminiftered  by  women 
or  lay-perfons. 

11.  u  The  fign  of  the  crofs  in  baptifm  is  fuperflitious. 

12.  “  It  is  reafonable  and  proper,  that  the  parent  fhould 
u  offer  his  own  child  to  baptifm,  making  a  confeflion  of  that 

faith  he  intends  to  educate  it  in,  without  being  obliged 
to  anfwer  in  the  child’s  name,  1  will,  i  will  not,  i 
a  believe,  &c.  nor  ought  it  to  be  allowed,  that  women,  or 
perfons  under  age,  fhould  be  fponfors . 

13.  u  In  giving  names  to  children,  it  is  convenient  to 
€C  avoid  pagani/m,  as  well  as  the  names  and  offices  of  Chrijl , 

Angels ,  &c. 

14.  “  It  is  papiffical  to  forbid  marriages  at  certain  times 
46  of  the  year;  and  to  give  licences  in  thofe  times  is  into- 
44  lerable. 

15.  u  Private  marriages,  that  is,  fuch  as  are  not  publifhed 
cc  before  the  congregation,  are  highly  inconvenient. 

16.  “  The  observation  of  lent,  and  faffing  on  Fridays 
u  and  Saturdays ,  is  fuperflitious. 

17.  “  The  obfervation  of  fejiivals  is  unlawful. 

18.  “  Trading  or  keeping  markets  on  the  Lord’s  day,  is 
€C  unlawful. 

19.  “  In  ordaining  of  the  minifters  the  pronouncing  thofe 
“  words,  Receive  thou  the  Holy  Ghojl ,  is  both  ridiculous  and 
44  wicked. 

20.  “  Kings  and  bifhops  fhould  not  be  anointed.” 

Thefe  were  Cartwright9 s  dangerous  do&rines,  which  he 

touched  occafionally  in  his  leftures,  but  with  no  defign  to 
create  difcord,  as  appears  by  a  teftimonial  fent  to  the  fecretary 
of  ftate  in  his  favour,  figned  by  fifteen  confiderable  names 
in  the  univerfity;  in  which  they  declare,  that  they  had  heard 
his  leclures,  and,  that  “  he  never  touched  upon  the  con- 
4C  troverfy  of  the  habits ;  and  though  he  had  advanced  fome 
cc  propofitions  with  regard  to  the  miniftry,  according  to 
4C  which  he  wifhed  things  might  be  regulated,  he  did  it  with 
all  imaginable  caution  and  modefty.”*  Other  letters  were 
written  in  his  favour,  figned  by  twenty  names  or  upwards,  of 

*  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  ii.  p.  2. 
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u  hom  feme  were  afterwards  bifhops,  but  it  was  refolved  to 
make  him  an  example.  Cartwright  him! elf  fent  an  elegant 
Latin  letter  to  the  fecretary,  in  which  he  declares,  that  he 
waved  all  occasions  of  I  peaking  concerning  the  habits,  but 
evens  he  had  taught  that  our  miniftry  declined  from  the  mi- 
niilry  of  the  apoftolical  church  in  fome  points,  according  to 
which  he  wifhed  it  might  be  modelled;  however,  that  he  did 
this  with  all  imaginable  caution,  as  almoft  the  whole  univer- 
fity  would  witnefs,  if  they  might  be  allowed.  He  prayed  the 
Secretary  to  hear  and  judge  the  caufe  himfelf;  which  was  fo 
iar  from  novelty ,  that  it  was  as  venerable  for  its  antiquity 
as  the  apoftolick  age;  but  though  the  fecretary  was  con¬ 
vinced,*  that  his  behaviour  was  free  from  arrogance,  or  an 
intention  to  caufe  trouble,  and  that  only  as  a  publick  reader 
in  the  univerfity,  he  had  given  notes  of  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  miniftry  in  the  times  of  the  apoftles,  and  the 
prefent  miniftry  of  the  church  of  England,  yet  he  left  him 
to  the  mercy  of  his  enemies,  who  poured  upon  him  all  the 
infamy  and  dhgrace  their  power  would  admit.  They  firft 
denied  him  his  degree  of  doctor  in  divinity,  then  forbad  his 
reading  publick  lectures,  and  at  laft  deprived  him  of  his 
fellowflaip,  and  expelled  him  the  univerfity.  A  fliort  and 
compendious  way  of  confuting  an  adverfary! 

Mr.  Cartwright  being  now  out  of  all  employment,  tra¬ 
velled  beyond  fea,  and  fettled  a  correfpondence  with  the  moft 
celebrated  divines  in  the  proteftant  univerfities  of  Europe . 
While  he  was  abroad  he  was  chofen  minifter  to  the  Englifh 
merchants  at  Antwerp ,  and  afterwards  at  Middleburgh , 
where  he  continued  two  years  with  little  or  no  profit  to 
himfelf;  and  then  returning  to  England ,  being  earneftiy 
folic ited  thereunto  by  letters  from  Mr.  Deering ,  Fully 
IViburne-y  Fox  and  Lever,  we  fiiall  hear  more  of  the  fuffer- 
ings  of  this  eminent  divine  for  his  non-conformity.f 

This  year  pi  >70]  Grindal  bilhop  of  London  being  tranf- 
lated  to  York ,  Sandys  bifliop  of  Worcejier  was  removed  to 
London ;  in  his  primary  vifitation,  Jan.  10,  he  charged  his 
clergv,  1.  To  keep  ftriftly  to  the  book  of  common-prayer. 

2,  Not  to  preach  without  a  licence,  3.  To  wear  the  ap* 


-*  Fierce’s  Vindication,  p>  7  7. 
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pare!,  that  is ,  the  fquare  cap  and  fcholar’s  gown,  and  in 
divine  fervice,  the  furplice.  4.  Not  to  admit  any  of  other 
pariflies  to  their  communion.  He  alfo  ordered  all  clerks* 
tolerations  to  be  called  in;  by  which  it  appears  that  feme  few 
of  the  non-conformifts  had  been  tolerated,  or  difpenfed  with 
hitherto,  but  now  this  was  at  an  end.*  However,  the  pu¬ 
ritans  encouraged  one  another  by  converfation  and  letters, 
to  ftedfaftnefs  in  their  oppofition  to  the  corruptions  of  the 
church,  and  not  to  fear  the  refentments  of  their  adverfaries. 

There  was  a  fpirit  in  the  parliament,  which  was  convened 
April  2,  1571,  to  attempt  Something  in  favour  of  the  puri¬ 
tans,  upon  whom  the  bifhops  bore  harder  every  day  than 
other.  Mr.  Strickland ,  an  ancient  gentleman,  offered  a  bill 
for  a  further  reformation  in  the  church,  April  6,  and  intro¬ 
duced  it  with  a  fpeech,  proving,  that  the  common  prayer - 
book ,  with  fome  fuperjiitious  remains  of  popery  in  the  churchy 
might  eafily  be  altered  without  any  danger  to  religion. 
He  enforced  it  with  a  fecond  fpeech,  April  13,  upon  which 
the  treafurer  of  the  Queen’s  houfliold  (food  up,  and  faid. 

All  matters  of  ceremonies  were  to  be  referred  to  the 
fiC  Queen,  and  for  them  to  meddle  with  the  royal  prerogative 
“  was  not  convenient.”  Her  majefty  was  fo  difpleafed  with 
Mr.  Strickland' s  motion,  that  file  fent  for  him  before  the 
council,  and  forbad  him  the  parliament-houfe,  which  alarmed 
the  members,  and  occafioned  fo  many  warm  fpeeches,  that 
file  thought  fit  to  reftore  him  on  the  20th  of  April.  This 
was  a  bold  ftroke  at  the  freedom  of  parliaments,  and  carrying 
the  prerogative  to  its  utmoft  length.  But  Mr.  Strickland 
moved  further,  that  a  confeflion  of  faith  fliould  be  publiflied 
and  confirmed  by  parliament,  as  it  was  in  other  proteftant 
countries;  and  that  a  committee  might  be  appointed  to  confer 
with  the  bifhops  on  this  head.  The  committee  drew  up 
certain  articles,  according  to  thofe  which  patted  the  convo¬ 
cation  of  1562,  but  left  out  others.  The  archbifhop 
alked  them,  why  they  left  out  the  article  for  homilies ,  and 
for  the  confe  crating  of  bifhops,  and  fome  others  relating  to  the 
hierarchy.  Mr.  Peter  Wentworth  replied,  becaufe  they  had 
m  yet  examined  how  far  they  were  agreeable  to  the  word 
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of  God,  having  confined  themfelves  chiefly  to  dodrines.~ 
I  he  archbifliop  replied,  Surely  you  will  refer  yourfelves 
wholly  to  us  the  bifliops  in  thefe  things?  To  which  Mr.  Went¬ 
worth  replied  warmly,  No,  by  the  faith  1  bear  to  God ,  we 
will  pafs  nothing  before  we  underjland  what  it  is,  for  that 
were  but  to  make  you  popes .  Make  you  popes  who  lift,  for  we 
will  make  you  none .  So  the  articles  relating  to  difcipline  were 
waved,  and  an  aft  was  paffed,  confirming  all  the  doftrinal 
articles  agreed  upon  in  the  fynod  of  1562. 

The  aft  is  entitled,  For  reformation  of  diforders  in  the 
minifers  of  the  church  ;*  “  And  enjoins  all  that  have  any 
ecclefiaftical  livings,  to  declare  their  affent  before  the 
“  bifliop  of  the  diocefe  to  all  the  articles  of  religion,  which 

ONLY  CONCERN  THE  CONFESSION  OF  THE  TRUE  FAITH, 
Ci  AND  THE  DOCTRINE  OF  THE  SACRAMENTS,  Comprized  in 
cc  the  book  imprinted,  and  intituled,  articles ,  whereupon  it  was 
cc  agreed  by  the  archbifhops  and  bijhcps ,  &c.  and  the  whole  clergy 
<c  in  the  convocation  of  1562,  for  avoiding  diverfity  of  opinions , 
c&  and  for  the  eftablijhing  of  confent  touching  true  religion ; 
and  to  fubfcribe  them;  which  was  to  be  teftified  by  the 
bifliop  of  the  diocefe,  under  his  feal;  which  teftimonial 
<c  he  was  to  read  publickly  with  the  faid  articles,  as  the  con - 
fefft on  of  his  faith ,  in  his  church  on  a  Sunday,  in  the 
time  of  divine  fervice,  or  elfe  to  be  deprived.  If  any 
clergyman  maintained  any  doftrine  repugnant  to  the  faid 
articles,  the  bifliop  might  deprive  him.  None  were  to 
be  admitted  to  any  benefice  with  cure,  except  he  was  a 
cc  deacon  of  the  age  of  23  years,  and  would  fubfcribe,  and 
ec  declare  his  unfeigned  affent  to  the  articles  above-mentioned. 
€C  Nor  might  any  adminifter  the  facraments  under  24  years 
of  age  A 

It  appears  from  the  words  of  this  fiatute,  that  thofe  ar¬ 
ticles  of  the  church  which  relate  to  its  difcipline  were  not 
defigned  to  be  the  terms  of  minifterial  conformity;  and  if 
the  ffhieen  and  the  bifliops  had  governed  themfelves  accord¬ 
ingly,  the  reparation  had  been  ftifled  in  its  infancy;  for  there 
was  hardly  a  puritan  in  England  that  reftifed  fubfcription 
to  the  doftrinal  articles:  If  all  the  39  articles  had  been 
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eftablifiied,  there  had  been  no  need  of  the  following  claufe. 
Which  only  concern  the  confeffion  of  the  true  chriftian  faith , 
and  the  doflrine  of  the  facraments.  And  yet  notwithstand¬ 
ing  this  aft,  many  that  held  benefices  and  ecclefiaftical  pre¬ 
ferments,  and  that  offered  to  conform  to  the  Harare,  were 
deprived  in  the  following  part  of  this  reign;  which  was 
owing  to  the  hilltops’  fervile  compliance  with  the  preroga¬ 
tive,  "and  preffing  fubfeription  to  more  than  the  law  re- 
quired.§ 

It  deferves  further  to  be  taken  notice  of,  that  by  a  claufe 
in  this  act  the  parliament  admits  of  ordination  by  prefryters 
•without  a  bijhop ;  which  was  afterwards  difallowed  by  the 
hilltops  in  this  reign,  as  well  as  at  the  reftoration  of  King 
Charles  II.  when  the  church  v/as  deprived  of  great  numbers 
of  learned  and  ufeful  preachers,  who  fcrupled  the  matter 
of  re-ordination,  as  they  would  at  this  time,  it  it  had  been 
infilled  on.  Many  of  the  prefent  clergy  had  been  exiles 
for  religion,  and  had  been  ordained  abroad,  according  to 
the  cuitom  of  foreign  churches,  but  would  not  be  re¬ 
ordained,  any  more  than  thofe  of  the  popillt  communion; 
therefore  to  put  an  end  to  all  dilputes  the  llatute  includes 
both;  the  words  are  thefe,  “  That  every  perfon  under  the 
“  degree  of  a  bilhop,  that  doth,  or  lhall  pretend  to  be  a 
prielt  or  minifter  of  God’s  word  and  facraments,  by  reafon 
of  any  other  form  of  inftitution,  confecration,  or  order- 
ing,  than  the  form  fet  forth  in  parliament  in  the  time  of 
“  the  late  Kin?  Edward  VI.  or  now  ufed  in  the  reign  of 
our  moil  fovereign  lady  Queen  Elizabeth ,  fhall,  before 
Chrijlmas  next,  declare  his  aifent,  and  fubferibe  the  articles 
aforefaid.”  The  meaning  of  which  claufe  (lays  Mr.  Sirype) 
is  undoubtedly  to  comprehend  papifts,  and  likewife  fuch  as 
received  their  orders  in  fome  of  the  foreign  reformed 
churches,  when  they  were  in  exile  under  Queen  Mary.\ 

It  is  probable  that  the  controverted  claufe  of  the  20th 
article,  the  church  has  power  to  decree  rites  and  ceremonies , 
and  authority  in  controversies  of  faith ,  was  not  among  the 
articles  of  1562,  as  has  been  (hewn  under  that  year;  though 
it  might  be.  (according  to  Laud  and  Heylin)  inferted  in  the 
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convocation  book  of  1571,  but  what  has  this  to  do  with 
Tie  aft  of  parliament,  which  refers  to  a  book  printed  nine 
years  before?  Belides,  it  is  ahfurd  to  charge  the  puritans  with 
bribing  out  the  claufe,  as  Archbilhop  Laud  has  done;  they 
having  no  fliare  in  the  government  of  the  church  at  this 
time,  nor  intereft  to  obtain  the  lead  abatement  in  their  fa=» 
vour;  nor  does  it  appear  that  they  difapproved  the  claufe 
under  proper  regulations:  One  might  rather  fuppofe,  that 
the  Queen  fhould  take  umbrage  at  it  as  an  invafion  of  her 
piCiogative,  and  that  therefore  fome  zealous  churchman , 
finding  the  articles  defective  upon  the  head  of  the  church's 
authority ',  might  infer t  it  privately 5  to  avoid  the  danger  of  a 
praemunire . 


But  alter  all,  fubfcription  to  the  doftrinal  articles  of  the 
church  only,  has  been  reckoned  a  very  great  grievance 
by  many  pious  and  learned  divines,  both  in  church  and  out 
of  it;  for  it  is  next  to  impoffible  to  frame  56  propofitions  in 
any  human  words,  to  which  ten  thoufand  clergymen  can 
give  their  hearty  affent  and  confent.  Some  that  agree  to 
the  doftrine  itfelf  may  dillent  from  the  words  and  phrafes 
j  it  is  expreiTed;  and  others  that  agree  to  the  capital 

doftrines  of  chriftianity,  may  have  fome  doubts  about  the 
deeper  and  more  abftrufe  points  of  fpeculation.  It  would  be 
hard  to  deprive  a  man  of  his  living,  and  flint  him  out  from 
all  ufefulnefs  in  the  church,  becaufe  he  doubts  of  the  local 
defcent  of  Chrijl  into  hell;  or,  %u  hether  the  heft  actions  of 
men  before  their  converfon  have  the  nature  of  fins  ft  or  that 
every  thing  in  the  three  creeds,  commonly  called  the  Apoftles, 
the  Nicene,  and  the  Athanafian,  may  he  proved  by  moft  certain 
warrants  of  holy  f crip  time,  and  are  therefore  to  be  believed 
and  received. f  Wife  and  good  men  may  have  different 
fentiments  upon  the  doftrine  of  the  decrees,  which  are  a 
depth  which  no  man  can  fathom.  Thefe,  and  fome  other 
things,  have  galled  the  confciences  of  the  clergy,  and  driven 
them  to  evaflons  deftruftive  to  morality,  and  the  peace  of 
their  own  minds.  Some  have  fubfcribed  them  as  articles  of 
peace,  contrary  to  the  very  title,  which  fays,  they  are  for 
avoiding  the  diverfty  of  opinions .  Others  have  tortured  the 
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words  to  a  meaning  contrary  to  the  known  fenfe  of  the  com¬ 
pilers.  Some  fubfcribe  them  witii  a  fecret  referve,  as  far 
as  they  are  agreeable  to  the  word  of  God;  and  fo  they  may 
fubfcribe  the  council  of  Trent  ^  or  even  Mahomet's  alcoran. 
Others  fubfcribe  them  not  as  doctrines  which  they  believe, 
but  as  doctrines  that  they  will  not  openly  contradict  and 
oppofe;  and  others,  I  am  informed,  put  no  fenfe  upon  the 
articles  at  all,  but  only  fubfcribe  them  as  a  tell  of  their  obe¬ 
dience  to  their  fuperiors,  who  require  this  of  them  as  the 
legal  way  to  preferment  in  the  church.  How  hard  mull  it 
be  for  men  of  learning  and  probity  to  fubmit  to  thefe  Ihifts! 
when  no  kinds  of  fubfcriptions  can  be  a  barrier  againll  igno¬ 
rant  or  diflioneft  minds.  Of  what  advantage  is  uniformity 
of  profeffion  without  an  agreement  in  principles?  If  the 
fundamental  articles  of  our  faith  were  drawn  up  in  the 
language  of  holy  fcripture ;  or  if  thofe  who  were  appointed 
to  examine  into  the  learning,  and  other  qualifications  of  mi- 
nifters,  were  to  be  judges  of  their  orthodox  confeffions  of 
faith,  it  would  anfwer  a  better  purpofe  than  fubfcription 
to  human  creeds  and  articles . 

Though  the  Commons  were  forbid  to  concern  themfelves 
with  the  discipline  of  the  church,  they  ventured  to  prefent 
an  addrefs  to  the  Queen,*  complaining, “  That  for  lack  of 
“  true  difcipline  in  the  church,  great  numbers  are  admitted 
cc  minifters  that  are  infamous  in  their  lives  and  con  venations; 
44  and  among  thofe  that  are  of  ability,  their  gifts  in  many 
u  places  are  ufelefs,  by  reafon  of  pluralities  and  non-refi- 
dency,  whereby  infinite  numbers  of  your  maj dry’s  fub- 
“  jedts  are  like  to  perifh  for  lack  of  knowledge .  ‘  By  means 
of  this,  together  with  the  common  blafpheming  of  the 
Lord  s  name,  the  moil  wicked  licentioufnefs  of  life,  the 
a  Dufe  of  excommunication,  the  commutation  of  penance, 
the  great  numbers  of  atheifts,  fchifmaticks  daily  fpringing 
up,  and  the  mcieafe  of  papifts,  the  proteflant  religion 
n  in  imminent  danger:  Wherefore  in  regard  firil  and 
^  Principally  to  the  glory  of  God,  and  next  in  difcharge 
o  our  bounden  duty  to  your  majefty;  befides,  beino* 
moved  with  pity  towards  lo  many  thoufunds  of  your  ma¬ 
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4w  jefty’s  fubje&s,  daily  in  danger  of  being  loft  for  want  of 
“  the  food  of  the  word,  and  true  difeipline ;  we  the  Com¬ 
mons  in  this  prefent  parliament  affembled,  are  humbly 
bold  to  open  the  griefs,  and  to  leek  the  fairing  of  the 
fores  of  our  country*  and  to  beieech  your  majefty,  feeing 
cc  the  fame  is  of  fo  great  importance,  if  the  parliament  at 
this  time  may  not  be  fo  long  continued,  as  that  by  good 
and  godly  laws  provifion  may  be  made  for  fupply  and 
66  reformation  of  thefe  great  and  grievous  wants  and  abufes, 
that  yet  by  fuch  other  means,  as  to  your  majefty’s  wifdom 
4C  lhall  feem  meet,  a  perfeft  redrefs  of  the  fame  may  be 
had;  by  which  the  number  of  your  majefty’ s  faithful 
lubjefts  will  be  increafed,  popery  will  be  deftroyed,  the 
glory  of  God  will  be  promoted,  and  your  majefty’s  re- 
6C  nown  will  be  recommended  to  all  pofterity.”  But  the 
Oueen  broke  up  the  parliament  without  taking  any  notice 
of  the  Application. 

The  convocation  which  kit  with  this  parliament  affembled 
April  3d,  1^71,  when  the  Reverend  Mr.  Gilbert  Alcock  pre« 
fented  a  Application  to  them  in  behalf  of  the  deprived  mi¬ 
ni  her s,  praying  their  intereft  with  the  Queen  for  a  redrefs  of 
their  grievances “  If  a  godly  minifter  (fays  he)  omit  but 
the  leaf!  ceremony,  for  confclence  fake,  he  is  immediately 
indifted,  deprived,  call  into  prifon,  and  his  goods  wafted 
and  deftroyed;  he  is  kept  from  his  wife  and  children,  and 
“  at  laft  excommunicated.  We  therefore  befeech  your 
s;  fatherhoods  to  pity  our  cafe,  and  take  from  us  thefe 
{tumbling-blocks.”  But  the  convocation  were  of  another 
fpirit,  and,  inftead  of  removing  their  burthens,  increafed 
them;  by  framing  certain  new  canons  of  difeipline,  againft 
the  puritans;  as,  that  the  biinops  fhould  call  in  all  their  li¬ 
cences  for  preaching,  and  give  out  new  ones  to  thofe  who 
were  bell  qualified  ;§  and  among  the  qualifications  they  infill 
not  only  upon  fubfeription  to  the  doftrines  of  the  church 
enioined  by  parliament,  but  upon  fubfeription  to  the  common 
prayer-book,  and  ordinal  for  confecration  of  archbiAops^ 
bifhops,  priefts  and  deacons,  as  containing  nothing  contrary  to 
the  word  of  God .  And  they  declare,  that  all  fuch  preachers 
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as  do  not  fubfcribe,  or  that  difturb  people’s  minds  with  con¬ 
trary  doftrine,  fhall  be  excommunicated.  But  as  thefe 
canons  never  had  the  fanftion  of  the  broad  j'eal-)  finely  the 
enforcing  them  upon  the  puritans  was  a  ftretch  of  power 
hardly  to  be  juftified*  Bifhop  Grindal  confefled  they  had 
not  the  force  of  a  law,  and  might  poffibly  involve  them  in 
a  pramunire'y  and  yet  the  bifhops  urged  them  upon  the 
clergy  of  their  feveral  diocefes.  They  cancelled  all  the  li¬ 
cences  of  preachers,  and  infilled  peremptorily  on  the  fub- 
fcription  above-mentioned. 

The  complaints  of  the  minifters,  under  thefe  hardfhips, 
reached  the  ears  of  the  eleftor  Palatine  of  the  Rhine ,  who 
wras  pleafed  to  order  the  learned  Zanchy ,  profeffor  of  divinity 
in  the  univerfity  of  Heidelburgb ,  to  write  to  the  Queen  of 
England  in  their  behalf,  befeeching  her  majefly,  not  to  inflft 
upon  fubferiptions,  or  upon  wearing  the  habits,  which  gave 
fuch  offence  to  great  numbers  of  the  clergy,  and  was  like  to 
make  a  fchifm  in  the  church.  *  The  letter  was  inclofed  to 
Bilhop  Grindal ;  who,  when  he  had  read  it,  would  not  fo 
much  as  deliver  it  to  the  Queen,  for  fear  of  difobliging  her 
majelty,  whofe  refolution  was  to  put  an  end  to  all  diflinftions 
in  the  church,  by  prefling  the  aft  of  uniformity.  Inftead 
therefore  of  relaxing  to  the  puritans,  orders  were  fent  to 
all  church-wardens,  “  Not  to  fuffer  any  to  read,  pray, 
u  preach,  or  minifter  the  facraments,  in  any  churches, 
u  chapels,  or  private  places,  without  a  new  licence  from 
“  the  Queen  or  the  archbifhop,  or  bifhop  of  the  diocefe,  to 
“  be  dated  flnee  May  1571.”  The  more  refolved  puritans 
were  therefore  reduced  to  the  neceflity  of  aflembling  in 
private,  or  of  laying  down  their  miniltry. 

Though  all  the  bifhops  were  obliged  to  go  into  thefe 
meafures  of  the  court,  yet  fome  were  fo  fenfible  of  the  want 
of  difcipline ,  and  of  preaching  the  word ,  that  they  permitted 
their  clergy  to  enter  into  allocations  for  the  promoting  of 
both.  The  minifters  of  the  town  of  Northampton ,  with 
the  confent  and  approbation  of  Dr.  Scambler  their  bifhop, 
the  mayor  of  the  town,  and  the  jultices  of  the  county,  agreed 
upon  the  following  regulations  for  worlhip  and  difcipline 

■  .  *  Strype’s  Ann.  vol,  ii.  p.  97.  f  Ibid. 
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“  That  Tinging  and  playing  of  organs  in  the  choir  lhall  be 
“  Put  down,  and  common  prayer  read  in  the  body  of  the 
“  church,  with  a  pfalm  before  and  after  fermon.  That  every 
“  Tuefday  and  Thurfday  there  lhall  be  alefture  from  nine  to 
“  ten  in  the  morning,  in  the  chief  church  of  the  town,  begin- 
“  ning  with  the  confejjlon  in  the  book  of  common  prayer, 

and  ending  with  prayer  and  a  confeffion  of  faith.  Every 
“  Sunday  and  holiday  lhall  be  a  fermon  after  morning  prayer, 
“  with  a  pfalm  before  and  after.  Service  lhall  be  ended  in 
“  every  parilh  church  by  nine  in  the  morning  every  Sunday 
“  ar!d  holidays,  to  the  end  that  people  may  refort  to  the 
“  fermon  in  the  chief  church,  except  they  have  a  fermon 
“  in  their  own.  None  lhall  walk  abroad,  or  fit  idly  in  the 
“  ftreets,  in  time  of  divine  fervice.  The  youth  lhall  every 
“  Sunday  evening  be  examined  in  a  portion  of  Calvin’ s 
“  catechifm,  which  the  reader  lhall  expound  for  an  hour. 
“  There  lltall  be  a  general  communion  once  a  quarter  in 
“  every  parilh  church,  with  a  fermon.  A  fortnight  before 
“  each  communion,  the  minilfer  with  the  churchwardens 
“  lltall  go  from  houle  to  houfe,  to  take  the  names' of  the 
“  communicants ,  and  examine  into  their  lives;  and  the  party 
“  "  i  a  i  not  in  charity  with  his  neighbour  lltall  be  put  from 
“  the  communion.  After  the  communion  the  miniller  lhall 
“  vifit  every  houfe,  to  underhand  who  have  not  received 
“  the  communion,  and  why.  Every  communion-day  each 
“  parilh  lhall  have  two  communions ,  one  beginning  at  five  in 
“  the  morning,  with  a  fermon  of  an  hour,  and  ending  at 
“  eight,  for  fervants;  the  other  from  nine  to  twelve  for 
“  mailers  and  dames.  The  manner  of  the  communion  lhall 
“  1  e  according  to  the  order  of  the  Queen’s  book,  faving 
“  that  the  people  being  in  their  confelhon  upon  their  knees , 
“  lhall  rife  up  from  their  pews  and  fo  pafs  to  the  communion- 
“  table ,  where  they  lhall  receive  the  facrament  in  companies, 
“  and  then  return  to  their  pews,  the  minilfer  reading  in  the 
“  pulpit.  The  communion  table  fltali  hand  in  the  body  of 
“  the  church,  according  to  the  book,  at  the  upper  end  of 
“  the  middle  iile,  having  three  minillers,  one  in  the  middle 
“  to  deliver  the  bread,  the  other  two  at  each  end  for  the 
“  cup,  the  minillers  often  calling  upon  the  people  to  remem- 
“  ber  the  poor.  The  communion  to  end  with  a  pfalm. — 

“  Excelhvm 
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u  Exceffive  ringing  of  bells  on  the  Lord’s  day  is  prohibited; 
44  and  carrying  of  the  bell  before  corpfes  in  the  ftreets,  and 
44  bidding  prayers  for  the  dead ,  which  was  ufed  till  within 
“  thefe  two  years,  is  reftrained.” 

Here  was  a  fort  of  aflbciation,  or  voluntary  difcipline,  in¬ 
troduced,  independent  of  the  Qiieen’s  injunftions,  or  canons 
of  the  church;  this  was  what  the  puritans  were  contending 
for,  and  would  gladly  have  acquiefced  in,  if  it  might  have 
been  eftabliflied  by  a  law. 

Befides  thefe  attempts  for  difcipline,  the  clergy ,  with  leave 
of  their  billiop,  encouraged  religious  exercifes  among  them- 
felves,  for  the  interpretation  of  fometecfsof  fcripture,  one 
fpeaking  to  it  orderly  after  another;  thefe  were  called  Pro- 
phesyings  from  the  apoftolical  direction,  1  Cor .  xiv.  31. 
Te  may  all  prophefy  one  by  one ,  that  all  may  learn ,  and  all  be 
comforted .  They  alfo  conferred  among  themfelves,  touching 
found  doftrine  and  good  life  and  manners. 

The  regulations  or  orders  for  thefe  exercifes  in  North¬ 
ampton,  were  thefe: — 

“  That  every  minifter,  at  his  firft  allowance  to  be  of  this 
“  exercife,  ll lall  by  fubfcription  declare  his  confent,  in  Chrift’s 
true  1  L-hgion  with  his  brethren,  and  lubmit  to  the  difcipline 
64  and  order  of  the  fame.  The  names  of  all  the  members 
44  fhall  be  written  in  a  table;  three  of  whom  fhall  be  con- 
“  cerned  at  each  exercife;  the  firft,  beginning  and  ending 
44  with  prayer,  fhall  explain  his  text,  and  confute  foolifli  in- 
4‘  terpretations,  and  then  make  a  practical  refleftion,  but  not 
44  dilate  to  a  common  place .  Thofe  that  fpeak  after  may  add 
44  any  thing  they  think  the  other  has  omitted,  tending  to  ex- 
44  plain  the  text;  but  may  not  repeat  what  has  been  laid,  nor 
oppofe  their  predeceffor,  unlefs  he  has  fpoken  contrary 
44  to  the  fcriptures.  The  exercife  to  continue  from  nine  to 

cc  ^even’  fpeaker  to  end  in  three  quarters  of  an 

hour,  the  fecond  and  third  not  to  exceed  each  one  quarter 
“  °fJ ■"  hour;  one  of  ,he  moderators  always  to  conclude" 
After  the  exercife  is  over,  and  the  auditors  difmiffed,  the 
Prefldent  fhall  call  the  learned  brethren  to  him  to  give  their 
“  judgment  of  the  performances,  when  it  fhall  be  lawful  for 
any  of  the  brethren  to  oppofe  their  objections  againft  them 
itt  writing,  which  fhall  be  anfwered  before  the  next  exer- 
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44  cife.  If  any  break  orders,  the  prefident  fhall  command 
44  him,  in  the  name  of  the  eternal  God,  to  be  filent;  and 
44  after  the  exerciie,  he  fhall  be  reprimanded.  When  the 
44  exercife  is  linilhed,  the  next  fpeaker  fhall  be  appointed, 

44  and  his  text  given  him.” 

The  confeflion  of  faith,  which  the  members  of  thefe  pro - 
phefyings  figned  at  their  admiffion,  was  to  the  following 
purpofe: — 

44  That  they  believed  the  word  of  God,  contained  in  the 
44  Old  and  N  ew  Teffament,  to  be  a  perfect  rule  of  faith 
44  and  manners;  that  it  ought  to  be  read  and  known  by  all 
44  people,  and  that  the  authority  of  it  exceeds  all  authority, 
44  not  of  the  pope  only,  but  of  the  church  alfo;  and  of 
44  councils,  fathers,  men  and  angels. 

44  They  condemn,  as  a  tyrannous  yoke,  whatfoever  men 
44  have  fet  up  of  their  own  invention,  to  make  articles  of 
44  faith,  and  the  binding  men's  confciences  by  their  laws  and 
44  inftitutes:  In  fum,  all  thofe  manners  and  fafliions  of  Serving 
44  God,  which  men  have  brought  in  without  the  authority 
44  of  the  word  for  the  warrant  thereof,  though  recom- 
44  mended  by  cuftom,  by  unwritten  traditions,  or  any  other 
44  names  whatfoever;  of  which  fort  are  the  Pope’s  fupre- 
44  macy,  purgatory ,  tranfubjlantiation ,  man’s  merits , free-will , 
44  jujlijication  by  works,  praying  in  an  unknown  tongue ,  and 
44  dijiinPtions  of  meats ,  apparel ,  and  days ,  and  brief  y  all  the 
44  ceremonies ,  and  whole  order  of  papiftry ,  which  they  call  the 
44  hierarchy ;  which  are  a  devinfh  confuiion,  eflabhfhed  as 
44  it  were  in  fpight  of  God,  and  to  the  reproach  of  religion. 

44  And  we  content  ourfelves  (fay  they)  with  the  Simplicity 
44  of  this  pure  word  of  God,  and  doctrine  thereof;  a  fum- 
44  mary  of  which  is  in  the  apoftles’  creed ;  refolving  to  try 
44  and  examine,  and  alio  to  judge  all  other  doftrines  what- 
44  Soever  by  this  pure  word,  as  by  a  certain  rule  and  perfect 
44  touchftone.  And  to  this  word  of  God  we  humbly  Submit 
44  ourfelves,  and  all  our  doings,  willing  and  icady  to  be 
44  judged,  reformed*  or  further  inftru&ed  thereby,  in  all 

44  points  of  religion.”  # 

Mr.  Strype  calls  this  a  well-minded,  and  religiovfly  difpofed 

combination  of  both  bifhop,  magiftrates ,  and  people.-^  It  was 

defimed  to  ftir  up  an  emulation  in  the  clergy  to  imdy  the 
0  lcriptures. 
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fcriptures,  that  they  may  be  more  capable  of  inftru&ing  the 
people  in  chriftian  knowledge;  and  though  men  of  Joofe 
principles  cenfured  it,  yet  the  ecclefiaftical  commiflioners, 
who  had  a  fpecial  letter  from  the  Queen,  to  inquire  into 
novelties,  and  were  acquainted  with  the  fcheme  above-men¬ 
tioned,  gave  them  as  yet  neither  check  nor  difturbance;  but 
when  her  majefty  was  informed  that  they  were  nurferies  of 
puritanifm,  and  tended  to  promote  alterations  in  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  church,  hie  quickly  fupprefied  them,  as  will 
be  feen  in  its  proper  place. 

This  year  [1571]  put  a  period  to  the  life  of  the  eminent 
John  Jewel ,  bilhop  of  Salifhnry ,  author  of  the  famous  c  Apo¬ 
logy  for  the  church  of  England He  was  born  in  Devonjhire , 
1522,  and  educated  in  Chrijl  Church  college,  Oxen ,  where 
he  proceeded  NLA.  1 544.  In  King  Edward's,  reign  he  was 
a  zealous  promoter  of  the  reformation;  but  not  having  the 
courage  of  a  martyr,  he  yielded  to  .  fome  things  againfl  his 
confcience  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Mary ,  for  which  he  afked 
pardon  of  God  and  the  church  among  the  exiles  in  Germany , 
where  he  continued  a  confeffor  of  the  gofpel  till  Queen 
Elizabeth's  acceffion,  v/hen  he  returned  home,  and  was  pre¬ 
ferred  to  the  bifhoprick  of  Salijbury ,  in  1559.  He  was  one 
of  the  mofl  learned  men  among  the  reformers,  a  calvinijl  in 
doftrine,  but  for  abfolute  obedience  to  his  fovereign  in  all 
things  of  an  indifferent  nature,  which  led  him  not  only  to 
comply  with  all  the  Queen’s  injunctions  about  the  habits , 
when  he  did  not  approve  them,  but  to  bear  hard  upon 
the  confciences  of  his  brethren  who  were  not  fatisfied  to 
comply.  He  publifhed  feveral  treatifes  in  his  life-time,  and 
others  were  printed  after  his  death;  but  that  which  gained 
him  greatefl  reputation,  was  his  apology ,  which  was  trail 
lated  into  the  foreign  languages,  and  ordered  to  be  chained 
in  all  the  churches  in  England .§  He  was  a  truly  pious  man, 
and  died  in  a  comfortable  frame  of  mind.  Some  of  his  laft 

words 


§  This  book  was  originally  written  in  Latin ;  but,  for  the  ufe  of  the 
generality  of  the  people*  it  was  tranflated  into  EngVjh,  with  remarkable 
accuracy,  by  Avne ,  Lady  Baccn ,  the  fecond  of  the  four  learned  daughters 
of  bir  Anthony  Coke .  Such  was  the  efteem  in  which  it  was  held,  that  there 
was  a  defign  of  its  being  joined  to  the  thirty-nine  articles,  and  of  caufing 

it 
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words  were,  “  I  have  not  fo  lived  that  I  am  ajhamed  to  die ; 
“  neither  am  I  afraid  to  die ,  for  we  have  a  gracious  Lord. 
“  There  is  laid  up  for  me  a  crown  of  right eoufnefs .  Chrift 
<c  is  my  rightcoufnefs .  Lord ,  let  thy  fervant  depart  in  peace” 
which  he  did  at  Monkton-Farlay ,  Sept.  23,  1571,  in  the  50th 
year  of  his  age,  and  lies  buried  in  the  middle  of  the  choir 
of  the  cathedral  of  Salijbury. 

In  the  fame  year  died  the  Rev.  Mr.  David  Whitehead ,  a 
great  fcholar,  and  a  mod  excellent  profeffor  of  divinity.— 
He  was  educated  in  Oxford ,  and  was  chaplain  to  Queen 
Anne  Boleyn ,  and  one  of  the  four  divines  nominated  by 
Archbidiop  Cranmer  to  bidiopricks  in  Ireland .  In  the  be¬ 

ginning  of  Queen  Mary’ s  reign  he  went  into  voluntary 
exile,  and  refided  at  Frankfort ,  where  he  anfwered  the  ob¬ 
jections  of  Dr.  Horne ,  concerning  church  difeipline  and 
worfhip.  Upon  his  return  into  England  he  was  chofen  one 
of  the  difputants  againd  the  popidi  bidiops,  and  fhewed 
himfelf  fo  profound  a  divine,  that  the  Queen,  out  of  her 
high  edeem  for  him,  offered  him  the  archbifhoprick  of  Can¬ 
terbury  \  but  he  refufed  it  from  puritanical  principles,  and 
would  accept  of  no  preferment  in  the  church,  as  it  then  dood: 
He  excufed  himfelf  to  the  Queen,  by  faying,  he  could  live 
plentifully  on  the  gofpel  without  any  preferment;  and  ac¬ 
cordingly  did  fo:  He  went  up  and  down  like  an  apodle, 
preaching  the  word  where  it  was  wanted;  and  fpent  his  life 
n  celibacy,  which  gained  him  the  higher  edeem  with  the 
Queen,  who  had  no  great  affeftion  for  married  prieds.  He 
died  this  year  in  a  good  old  age;*  but  in  what  church  or 
chapel  he  was  buried  I  know  not. 

Our  archbidiop  was  very  bufy  this  dimmer,  with  the 
bidiops  of  Winchefer  and  £/y,  in  harraffmg  the  puritans; 
for  which  purpofe  he  fummoned  before  him  the  principal 
clergy  of  both  provinces  who  were  difaffefted  to  the  uni¬ 
formity  edablidied  by  law,  and  acquainted  them,  that  if  they 
intended  to  continue  their  minidry,  they  mud  take  out  new 

it  to  be  de^ofited  not  only  in  all  cathedrals  and  collegiate  churches,  but 
alfo  in  private  houfes.  It  promoted  the  reformation  from  popery  more 
than  any  other  publication  of  that  period.  The  New  Annual  Regifter  for 
*789,  Hiftory  of  Knowledge,  p.  19. 

*  Ath,  Ox.  vol.  L  p.  135,  6. 
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licences ,  and  fubfcribe  the  articles,  framed  according  to  a  new 
aft  of  parliament,  for  reforming  certain  dif orders  in  minijlers ; 
otherwife  they  might  relign  quietly,  01  be  oepi  ivcd.  lie 
took  in  the  bifhops  above-mentioned  to  countenance  his 
proceedings;  but  Grindal  declared  he  would  not  be  con¬ 
cerned,  if  his  grace  proceeded  to  fulpenfion  an  ■  deprivation; 
upon  which  Parker  wrote  back,  that  He  thought  it  high 
u  time  to  fet  about  it;  and  however  the  world  may  judge, 
he  would  fcrve  God  and  his  prince,  and  put  her  laws  in 
“  execution;  that  Grindal  was  too  timorous,  there  being 
cc  no  danger  of  a  praemunire  \  that  the  Queen  was  content 
64  the  late  book  of  articles  (though  it  had  not  the  broad 
66  feal)  fhould  be  profecuted;  and  in  cafe  it  fhould  hereafter 
“  be  repealed  there  was  no  fear  of  a  praemunire ,  but  only  of 
“  a  fine  at  her  pleafure,  which  he  was  perfuaded  her  majefly, 
66  out  of  love  to  the  church,  would  not  levy:  But  Grindal 
64  being  now  at  York  wifely  declined  the  affair.” § 

In  the  month  of  June  the  archbifhop  cited  the  chief 
puritans  about  Londoyi  to  Lambeth ,*  viz.  Meffrs.  Goodman , 
Lever ,  Sampfon ,  Walker ,  Wyburn ,  Goff,  Per  rival,  Deering , 
Field ,  Browne ,  Johnfon ,  and  others.  Thefe  divines  being 
willing  to  live  peaceably,  offered  to  fubfcribe  the  articles  of 
religion  as  far  as  concerned  the  doritrine  and  facraments  only , 
and  the  book  of  common  prayer ,  as  far  as  it  tended  to  edifi¬ 
cation,  it  being  acknowledged  on  all  hands,  that  there  were 
feme  imperfections  in  it;  but  they  prayed,  with  refpeft  to 
the  apparel ,  that  neither  party  might  condemn  the  other, 
but  that  thofe  that  wore  them,  and  thofe  that  did  not,  might 
live  in  unity  and  concord.  How  reafonable  loever  this  was, 
the  archbifhop  told  them  peremptorily,  that  they  mult  come 
up  to  the  itandard  of  the  Queen’s  injunctions,  or  be  deprived. | 
Goodman  was  alfo  required  to  renounce  a  book  that  he  had 
written  many  years  ago,  when  he  was  an  exile,  againjl  the 
government  of  women ;  which  he  re fu fed,  and  was  therefore 
fufpended.  Mr.  Strype  fays,  that  he  was  at  length  brought 
to  a  revocation  of  it,  and  figned  a  proteftation  before  the  com- 

piiffioners  at  Lambeth,  April  23,  1571,  concerning  his  dutiful 

•» 

§  Life  of  Grindal,  p.  166.  *  MS.  p.  117. 

X  Life  of  Parker,  p.  326,  327. 
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ooedtenee  to  the  Queen’s  majefty’s  perfon  and  her  lawful 
government.  §  Lever  quietly  refigned  his  prebend  in  the 
church  of  Durham.  Browne  being  domeftick  chaplain  to 
the  Luke  of  Norfolk,  his  patron  undertook  to  fcreen  him; 
but  tlm  archbilhop  fent  him  word,  that  no  place  within  her 
majelty  s  dominions  was  exempt  from  the  jurifdiftion  of  the 
commiffioners,  and  therefore  if  his  grace  did  not  forthwith 
lent,  up  hk  chaplain,  they  Humid  be  forced  to  ufe  other 
methods.  Ibis  was  that  Robert  Browne  who  afterwards 
gave  name  to  that  denomination  of  diffenters  called  Brownifls-, 
but  his  family  and  relations  covered  him  for  the  prefent.— 
Johnfon  was  domeftick  chaplain  to  the  Lord  Keeper  Bacon, 
at  Gorambury,  where  he  ufed  to  preach  and  adminifter  the 
facrament  in  his  family:  he  had  alfo  fome  place  at  St.  Albans, 
and  was  fellow  of  King’s  college,  Cambridge.  He  appeared 
before  the  commiffioners  in  July,  but  refufing  to  fubfcribe 
to  the  book  of  common  prayer  as  agreeable  to  the  zuord  of 
God,  he  was  fuipended,  though  he  allured  them  he  ufed 
tlw  book,  and  thought  for  charity  fake  it  might  be  fuffered, 
till  God  fhould  grant  a  time  of  more  perfect  reformation; 
thu<.  he  would  wear  the  apparel,  though  he  judged  it  neither 
expedient  nor  for  edification ;  and  that  he  was  willing  to  fub- 
fciibe  all  tiic  doctrinal  articles  of  the  church,  according  to 
the  late  a<ft  of  parliament:  But  the  commiffioners  infifting 
peremptorily  upon  an  abfolute  fubfeription,  as  above,  he 
was  ffifpended,  and  refigned  his  prebend  in  the  church  of 
Not  wich ;  but  about  two  years  after  he  fell  into  further  trou¬ 
bles,  which  coft  him  his  life. 

The  learned  Beza  [in  1572]  wrote  to  the  bifhops  not  to 
be  the  inftruments  of  fuch  feverities;  and  being  informed 
that  a  parliament  was  fhortly  to  be  called,  in  which  a  con¬ 
futation  was  to  be  had  concerning  the  eftabliffiing  of  religion, 
he  excited  the  lord  treafurer  to  endeavour  fome  reformation 
of  difeipline:  “  For  I  will  not  diffemble  (fays  he)  that  not  a 
“  few  complain  of  divers  things  wanting  in  the  church;  and 
44  when  I  fay  not  a  few,  I  do  not  mean  that  worfe  fort  whom 
“  nothing  pleafes  but  what  is  perfeft  and  abfolute  in  all 
44  refpeffs;  but  i  underhand  godly  men,  learned  men,  and 
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«  feme  that  are  beft  affe&ed  to  God’s  church,  and  lovers  of 
“  their  nation.  1  look  upon  the  reformation  of  difcipline 
«  as  of  great  importance  to  the  peace  aiv!  welfaie  of  the 

nation,  and  the  ftrengthening  of  me  rcioiuuitionj  and 
«  therefore  there  is  nothing  the  Queen’s  majefty  and  her 
c«  council  fhould  fooner  think  of  than  this,  however  great 
«  and  difficult  the  work  might  be,  efpecialiy  fmce  the  Englifh 
«  nation  affords  fo  many  divines  of  prudence,  learning  and 
«  judgment  in  thefe  affairs:  If  they,  together  with  the  bilhops, 
44  to  whom  indeed  efpecialiy,  but  not  alone,  this  caie  be- 
“  longs,  would  deliberate  hereupon,  I  doubt  not  but  fuch 
46  things  would  follow  whence  other  nations  would  take 

44  example.” 

Thus  did  this  learned  divine  intercede  for  the  recovery  of 
difcipline,  and  the  eafe  of  tender  and  fcrupulous  conferences. 
But  this  was  more  than  our  archbifhop  thanked  him  foi, 
(lays  Mr.  Strype )  after  he  had  taken  fo  much  pains  in  prefling 

the  aft  of  uniformity.* 

The  parliament  met  May  8,1572;  the  lord  keeper  opened 
it  with  a  fpeech,  in  which  he  recommended  to  the  houfes,  in 
the  Queen’s  name,  “  To  fee  that  the  laws  relating  to  the 
“  difcipline  and  ceremonies  of  the  church  were  put  in  due 
«  execution;  and  that  if  any  further  laws  were  wanting,  they 
“  fhould  confider  of  them;  and  fo,  fays  his  lordfhip,  Giudius 
“  Gladium  juvabit ,  the  civil  /word  will  fupport  the  ecclc - 
«  fiajlical ,  as  before  time  has  been  ufed.’Q  But  the  parlia¬ 
ment,  feeing  the  ill  ufe  the  Queen  and  bilhops  made  of  their 
fpiritual  power,  inftead  of  framing  new  laws  to  enforce  the 
ceremonies,  ordered  two  bills  to  be  brought  in  to  regulate 
them;  in  one  of  which  the  hardfhips  that  the  puritans  com¬ 
plained  of  were  redreffed.f  The  bills  palfed  fmoothly  thro’ 
the  Commons,  and  were  referred  to  a  feleft  committee  of 
both  houfes,  which  alarmed  the  bilhops,  and  gave  the  Queen 
fuch  offence,  that  two  days  after  (lie  fent  to  acquaint  the 
Commons  by  their  fpcaker,  that  it  was  her  plealure,  that  no 
bills  concerning  religion  Ihould  henceforth  be  received, 
unlefs  the  fame  fhould  be  firlt  confidered  and  approved  by 

*  Life  of  Parker,  p.  344.  §  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.ii.  p.  1 25.  D’Ewe’s 

Journal,  p.  207.  t  Life  of  Parker,  p.  394, 

the 
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me.  S;,f]lors  or  clersy  in  convocation;  and  further  her 
pc^fty  commanded  them  to  deliver  up  the  two  bills  laid  read 

V  ! 1  n  !°Ufe,r  t°UchmS  rites  and  ceremonies  This  eras  a 
high  dram  of  the  prerogative,  and  a  blow  at  the  very  root 

o  the  freedom  of  parliament.  But  the  Commons  fent  her 
ra.gelty  toe  bills,  with  a  fertile  requeft,  that  llie  would  not 
concave  an  ill  opinion  of  the  houie  if  ike  flrould  not  ap¬ 
prove  them.*  Her  Majefty  fent  them  word,  within  a  day 

f,1  lvt0’  i  'f}  ^tter]y  difliked  the  bills,  and  never  returned 
aiem.  T his  awakened  a  brave  fpirit  of  liberty  among  fome 
o  the  members;  many  free  fpeeches  were  made  upon  this 
occahon  and  among  others,  Peter  Wentworth ,  efq;  Hood  up 
and  fa.d,f  *  nat  it  grieved  him  to  fee,  how  many  ways  the 

«  “bcrt3rl  ?f  frere  fP,eech  in  parliament  had  been  infringed. 

1  wo  things,  fays  he,  do  great  hurt  among  us,  one  is  a  ru- 

?  In  the  face  ot  this  full  and  pofidve  evider.ee  of  the  temper  and  m^a- 

fce-vn tohthQaee-n’  Bli?10P 'Maddox  talks  of  the  great  favour  and  indulgence 
of  w/A  h"  PrUn-tans  m  tBe  year,  >5721  and  refers  us  to  Stryfie,  in  his  life 
«  ™  ’f  r  “  Tilat  they  were  as  gently  treated  as  might  be; 

C£  klnd  °*  Mostly  perfuafion  omitted  towards  them ;  and  moll  of 
hem  as  yet  kept  their  livings,  though  one  or  two  were  difplaced.” 

M  C°"neXT-  !le,cluoles1a.!fo  a  ,etter  of  Fox,  the  martyrolovift,  to  her 
I  exa‘ting  her  m  his  praifes  for  her  regard  and  gracious  anfwer 

_  °  l  peti; ce’‘‘ain  concerninS  the  habits.”  Vindication, 

p.  173.  This  letter  Mr.  Neal  obferves  waswrittenin  1564,  feveral  years 

before  that  part  of  her  reign,  wherem  fhe  thought  fit  to  inflift  fevere  punilh- 
ments  upon  the  diffenters.  Befides,  whatever  weight  is  due  to  Mr  Fox' s 
praifes  or  to  Mr  Strype's  reprefeutation ;  though  the  puritans  had  fome 
Eiervalsot  ea.e,  feme  tokens  of  royal  indulgence  and  favour ;  her  reiert 
and  their  fituation  under  it  are  not,  furely,  to  be  charafterifed  by  a  few  in - 
ter^als  of  eafe,  and  by  partial  indulgences ;  but  by  the  fpirit  of  the  laws 
iamea  a-ainft  them;  and  by  the  great  leading  mea  fares  and  the  general 
tenor  of  her  government.  The  firft  Chriftians  are,  generally,  underftood 
tohave  buffered  ten  fevere  perfections  under  the  Roman  Emperors:  “  but 
“  l£  1  ’  not  t0  ”e  fuppofed,  that  perfecutio.n  was  always  violent  and  uninter¬ 
rupted ;  there  might  be  fome  abatements  of  thofe  troubles,  and  fome 

ff fons  of  reft  and  Pf.ace-  pn  the  reigns  of  Adrian  and  Titus  Antoninus, 
there  were  fome  edifts,  or  relcripts,  which  were  favourable  to  them ; 

“  though  during  thofe  very  reigns  many  Chriftians  ft  ill  fuffered  in  almoft: 

“  *x  *>y  P«rt  of  the  empire.”  Lardner’s  Works,  vol,  viii.  n.  341,  42,  8vo 
So  a’„ t0  £i>e  PerIod  before  us,  the  queftion  is.  Did  the  puritans  enjoy  liberty 
«md  keenly  under  the  reign  of  Queeen  Flizabeih :  or  was  their  fituation 
the  reverfe  of  enjoying  thefe  bleffings?  If  it  were  the  latter,  (and  the  par¬ 
ticulars  of  tins  long  detail  will  (hew  what  was  the  cafe)  then  the  leading 
features  of  her  government  were  intolerance  and  persecution.  Ed. 

*  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  ii.  p.  127,  12S.  f  lb.  p.  126. 
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“  mour  that  ran  about  the  houfe,  when  the  bill  about  the 
«  rites  0f  the  church  was  depending;  Take  heed  what  you 
a  do  'the  Queen  liketh  not fuch  a  matter ,  Jhe  will  be  offended 
“  with  them  that  profecute  it.  The  other  is,  that  fume  time 
cc  a  meffime  was  brought  to  the  houfe,  eitner  cc/iumanding 
«  or  inhibiting  our  proceedings.”  He  added,  “  That  it  was 
««  dangerous  always  to  follow'  a  prince  s  mind,  bccaufe  the 
nrince  mierht  favour  a  caufe  prejudicial  to  the  honour  of 
“  God,  and  the  good  of  the  date.  Her  majefty  has  forbid 
«  us  to  deal  in  any  matter  of  religion,  unlefs  we  firit  receive 
“  it  from  the  bilhops.  This  was  a  doieful  meffage;  there 
ft  is  then  little  hope  of  reformation.  I  have  heard  from  old 
‘c  parliament  men,  that  the  banifhment  of  the  pope,  and 
ft  the  reforming  true  religion,  had  its  beginning  from  this 
<c  houfe,  but  not  from  the  bi/hops-,  few  laws  for  religion  had 
“  their  foundation  from  them;  and  1  do  furely  think  (before 
ft  qok  i  jpeak  it)  that  the  bilhops  were  the  caufe  of  that 
«  doleful  meffage.”  But  for  this  fpeech  and  another  of  a 
like  nature,  Wentworth  wasfent  to  the  Towct. 

In  the  mean  time  the  late  a  ft  of  the  1 3th  Eliz.  for  fub- 
feribing  the  articles ,  was  put  in  execution  all  over  England , 
together  with  the  Queen’s  injunctions ;  and  according  to 
Mr.  Strype’ s  computation  one  hundred  clergymen  were  de¬ 
prived  this  year  for  refufmg  to  fubferibe.*  The  univerfiry 
of  Cambridge  was  a  neff  of  puritans;  many  of  the  graduates 
were  difaffefted  to  the  difcipline  of  the  church,  as  particu¬ 
larly  Mr.  Browning,  Mr.  Brown  of  Trinity  college,  Mr. 
Millain  of  Chrijl’ s,  Mr.  Charke  of  Peter-houfe,  Mr.  Deering 
of  Chrifi' %  college,  and  feveral  in  St.  John’s  college,  who, 
being  men  of  learning,  had  great  numbers  of  followers; 
but  Dr.  Whitgift  the  vice-chancellor  watched  them  narrowly, 
and  kept  them  under.  The  Reverend  Mr.  Charke ,  in  one 
of  his  fermons  at  St.  Mary’s,  had  faid,  that  “  there  ought 
«  to  be  a  parity  among  the  minifters  in  the  church;  and 
“  that  the  hierarchical  orders  of  archbilhops,  patriarchs, 
44  metropolitans,  & c.  was  introduced  into  the  church  by 
“  fatan.”  For  which  he  wras  fummoned  before  the  vice- 
chancellor  and  heads  of  colleges,  and,  refufmg  to  recant, 
was  expelled  the  univerfity.  Charke  wrote  a  liandfome 


*  Strype’ s  Annals,  p.  187- 
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Lat,i  apology  to  Lord  Burleigh  their  prefent  chancellor,  in 
winch  he  confefies  that  it  was  his  opinion,  that  the  church 
ot  England  might  be  brought  nearer  to  the  apotloliek  cha¬ 
racter  or  hkcnefs ;  but  that  this  mult  not  be  faid  either  in  the 
pulpit  or  deik,  under  the  fevereft  penalties.  The  chancellor, 
Knowing  him  to  be  a  good  fcholar,  and  in  confideration  that 
he  held  been  hardly  dealt  with,  interceded  for  him  but  to 
no  purpofe  Mr.  Browning ,  Mr.  Dee  ring,  and  others,  met 
wnnthe  like  ufage.  Leering  was  a  man  of  good  learning, 
and  made  a  chief  figure  in  the  univerfity;  he  was  alfo  reader 
at  bt.  Paul  s,  London ,  and  a  molt  popular  preacher-  but 
being  an  enemy  to  the  fuperior  order  of  hilltops,  he  fell  into 
the  hands  of  the  commiflioners  and  was  filenced. 

I  he  puritans,  finding  it  in  vain  to  hope  for  a  reformation 
from  the  Queen  or  bifhops,  refolved  for  the  future  to  apply 
to  pailiament,  and  itand  by  the  confiitution;  for  this  purpofe 
they  made  intereft  among  the  members,  and  compiled  a 
treatife,  forcing  forth  their  chief  grievances  in  one  view-  it 
was  drawn  up  by  the  Reverend  Mr.  Field ,  minuter  of  Aider- 
itiary,  London ,  afiifted  by  Mr.  Wilcox ,  and  was  revifed  by 
level  el  ol  tne  brethien.  It  was  entitled  an  admonition 
to  the  parliament;  with  Beza’s  letter  to  the  Earl  of 
Leicejler ,  and  Gualter  s  to  Bifhop  Parkhurjl  for  reformation 
©f  church  difcipline,  annexed.  It  contains  the  platform  of 
a  church;  the  manner  of  electing  minillers;  their  feveral 
duties,  and  their  equality  in  government.  It  then  expofes 
:he  corruptions  of  the  hierarchy,  and  the  proceedings  of 
the  bifhops,  with  feme  feverity  of  language.  When  Mr. 
Pear  fan,  the  aichbifhop  s  chaplain,  taxed  the  authors  with 
this  in  prifon,  Mr.  Field  replied,  “  This  concerns  me\  the 
<c  feriptures  of  the  Old  and  New  Teftament  ufe  fuch  vehe- 
inency;  we  have  ufed  gentle  words  too  long,  which  have 
44  done  no  good;  the  wound  grows  defperate,  and  wants  a 
“  corrofive;  it  is  no  time  to  blanch  or  few  pillars  under 
“  men’s  elbows,  but  God  krioweth  we  meant  to  touch  no 
iC  man’s  perfon,  but  their  places  and  abufes.”  The  admo¬ 
nition  concludes  with  a  petition  to  the  houfes,  that  a  difci¬ 
pline  more  confonant  to  the  word  of  God,  and  agreeing 
with  the  foreign  reformed  churches,  may  be  eftablifhed  by 
law.  The  authors  themfdves,  viz.  the  Reverend  Mr.  Field 

and 
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,  ur,  v  nrpfented  it  to  thehoufe,  for  which  they  were 
and  J4  ilcox,  \  influence  of  the  biftiops 

fem  for  into  cuftody  and  by  tl this  thc  book 

committed  to  *  ,  /  „,5>  abroad,  and  had  three  or 

-already  [>iinte  »  a  ■’  f-  two  years,  notwithlland- 

<,f  j  «**. » «* 

h1lP  imv' riionment  of  the  two  mmifters  occahoned  the 

d  ‘ 1 up  a  r„md  rnbmMm,  by  Mr.  Caktwright.S 

at",  re  Jnedfrom  beyond  fa,  mil.  an  humble  petition  to 
the  two  houfes,  for  relief  again*  the  fib/mflm  lequirei  .y 
the  eccleftaftical  commiifioncrs,  which  they  reprefcnt  had  n 
foundation  in  law,  but  was  an  aft  of  foveragnty  m  the  crown 
ind  was  againft  the  peace  of  their  conferences;  many  having 
loft  their  places  and  livings  for  not  complying;  t  iey  t  tu  e  ore 

befeech  their  honours  to  take  a  view  of  t  ^  c 
non-fubferibing,  that  it  might  appear  they  were  not  dftobe- 
diem  to  the  church  of  God,  or  to  their  fovereign;  and 
they  rnoft  humbly  intreat  for  the  removal  and  abohfhing  of 
fuch  corruptions  and  abtifes  in  the  church  as  withheld  their 
compliance.  “  The  matters  (fay  they)  contained  m  ne 
“  admonition,  how  true  foever  they  be,  have  found  final. 

«  favour;  the  perfons  that  are  thought  to  have  made  it  are 
«  laid  up  in  no  worfe  prifon  than  Newgate ;  the  men  mat 
“  fet  upon  them  are  no  worfe  than  hilltops ;  me  name  that 
«  goeth  of  them  is  no  better  than  rebels ;  and  great  words 
«  there  are,  that  their  danger  will  yet  prove  great;  r.  \\  ci  , 

«  whatfoever  is  faid  or  done  againft  them,  that  is  not  the 
matter;  but  the  equity  of  the  cattle,  that  is  the  mattet  ; 
and  yet  this  we  will  fay,  that  the  ftate  flteweth  not  .tfe ft 
upright,  if  it  fuffers  them  to  be  molefted  lor  that  _  which 
••  wasfpoken  only  by  way  of  admonition  to  the  parliament, 
«  which  was  to  confider  of  it,  and  receive  or  rejeft  it,  with- 
“  out  further  matter  to  the  authors,  except  it  contained 
«  fome  wilful  maintenance  of  treafon  or  rebellion,  which 

*  MS.  p.  119,  135.  t  Life  ot  Parker,  p.  347. 

&  He  was  at  the  head  (obferves  Mr.  Neal  in  his  Review)  of  a  new 
generation  of  puritans,  of  warmer  fpirits ;  who  opened  the  controvrfy 
with  the  church  into  other  branches,  and  {truck  at  iome  ot  the  mam  pri 
cinles  of  the  hierarchy.  Ed. 
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publS0™' TW,°  °‘her  were 

tr::;z%jfr  ant  **>  -  “  « 

other  brethren  to  >’  P^'J^o'ent-,  and  an  exhortation  to 
t^eret  °  J“dS‘  *  "  b  W,  at  they  fata  it 

to  SV’orfT  "  “P  m  elegant  Latin  apology 

lvr  ;'  C  ,  '  '"'gA  in  which  they  confefs  thS 

' **»«.  tat  that  they  attempted  not  to  correfl 

fcrredafl  ,a„"J;i,thmg  i"  "*  hi^of  thrives X t 
dfcenees  mieh,  £“  "“I  «T  «*  means  that  all 

ntptiol  Xft  ,e  m„1TePar Si'?  l  t"5"’  “d  the  <«- 

nf  ini  .ley  1  '  ,  lefned  foreign  divines  complained 

1  _  .  g*  t  be  removed,  to  the  preventing  any  fchifm  or  Cm 

ra„„„  in  the  ehnrch.J  Howiver  thetreajer  had  „„t5u 

wiS  VT**"*  With  f*.  whkh -W*  embro“  him 
X  ie  Qileen,  oi  at  leaf!  with  her  eccleliaftical  com 

wVto  7 ’  th°^h  ’pWaS  tWdI  enou-h  kn°wn  he  had  a  good- 

the  feverbv^r’l  ?' ^  commiJFwners>  not  content  with 
-  e  level  lty  oi  the  law,  fported  themfelves  in  an  arbitrary 

manner  will i  the  miferies  of  their  fellow-creatures;  detained 
em  in  pnfon  beyond  the  time  limited  by  the  flatute  as  an- 
pears  by  their  humble  fupplication  to  the  Earl  of  Leice/ier 
reprefenting  »  that  they  had  been  condemned  according  to 
ttf  unjform,ty  to  a  year’s  imprifonment,  which 
nJ  K°ra  U‘f  rc  P^iently  in  the  common  goal  of 
,  e’  .^.lc  es  kour  months  clofe  imprilonment  before 
«  COnlf 1 °"’  *h  they  apprehend  to'  be  contrary 

«  !  ;•,  -  lhat  b>'  thls  means  they  and  their  poor  wives 

«  and  "hlldren  xfrf  utter!y  impoverifhed;  their  health  very 
much  impaired,  by  the  umvholfome  favour  of  the  place7 

„  and  the  co,d  weather;  and  that  they  were  like  to  fuffer 

-  r FJneV  ex;ren!ities:  They  therefore  humbly  befeech 
h.s  lordfhip  for  the  tender  mercies  of  Goo,  and  in  cor- 

iideration  of  their  poor  wives  and  children,  to  be  a  means 

to  the  moll  honourable  Privy  Council,  that  they  may  be 

enlarged;  or,  if  that  could  not  be  obtained,  that  they 

*  Pierces  v  indication,  p.  S5.  {  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.ii.  p.  1S6. 

“  might 
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“  might  be  confined  in  a  more  wholefome  prifon.”  They 
preferred  another  petition  of  the  fame  nature  to  the  Lords 
£f  the  Council;  and  a  third  was  fent  in  the  names  of  their 
wives  and  children.  They  alfo  wrote  a  canfeffion  of  their 
faith,  dated  from  Newgate ,  Dec.  4,  1572,  with  a  preface, 
in  which  they  complain  of  the  reproaches  and  calumnies  of 
their  adverfaries:  u  Becaufe  (fay  they)  we  would  have 
bifhops  unlorded)  according  to  God’s  word,  therefore  it 
“  is  laid,  we  leek  the  overthrow  of  civil  magiftrates:  Be- 
«  caufe  we  fay,  all  bifhops  and  minifters  are  equal,  and 
“  therefore  may  not  exercife  fovereignty  over  one  another; 

therefore  they  fay,  when  they  have  brought  this  in  among 
«  the  bifhops,  we^fhall  be  for  levelling  the  nobility  of  the 
«  land.  Becaufe  we  find  fault  with  the  regimen  of  the 
“  church  as  drawn  from  the  pope,  therefore  they  fay,  we 
defign  the  ruin  of  tb^fftate.  Becaufe  we  fay  the  miniftry 
“  mull  not  be  a  bare  reading  minifiry,  but  that  every  minifter 
«  muft  be  learned,  able  to  preach,  to  refute  gainfayers,  to 
“  comfort,  to  rebuke,  and  to  do  all  the  duties  of  a  Ihep- 
herd,  a  watchman,  and  a  fteward;  therefore  they  bear 
16  the  world  in  hand,  that  we  condemn  the  reading  of 
the  holy  fcripmres  in  churches.  Becaufe  we  are  afraid 
<c  of  joining  with  the  church  in  all  her  rites  and  cere- 
iC  monies,  therefore  we  are  branded  with  the  odious  names 
of  donatifts ,  anabaptifts ,  aerians ,  arians ,  hinckfeldians ,  pu~ 
ritans ,  &c.5>* 

The  confeflion  itfelf  is  orthodox,  according  to  the  doc¬ 
trinal  articles  of  the  church  of  England ,  and  muft  give  a 
general  fatisfaftion  to  them  who  read  it;  it  is  written  by  the 
authors  of  the  fir  ft  admonition  to  the  parliament ,  to  tefitify 
their  per fuaf ion  in  the  faith ,  againfl  the  uncharitable  furmifes 
of  Dr .  Whitgift,  uttered  in  his  anfiwer  to  their  admonition , 
in  defence  both  of  then  ft elves  and  their  faut or s\  and  is  fub- 
feribed  Johannes  Fieldus.§  The 


*  MS.  p.  1 20. 

§  I  have  the  whole  before  me,  but  fhall  only  tranferibe  a  few  pafiages 
relating  to  the  prefent  controverfy. 

“  We  hold  and  believe,  that  we  ought  to  keep  inviolably  that  kind  of 
f‘  government  that  is  left  us  in  the  gofpel  — - — That  the  office  of  a  paftor 
4C  is  to  preach  the  word,  and  adminifter  the  facraments,  and  therefore  that 
4<  bare  readers ,  or  Jingle  few  ice  faysn,  are  no  more  ft  for  pallors,  than 

“  women 
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rhe  authors  of  this  confeffion  lay  in  prifon  a  confider- 
ublc  time ;  for  though  the  inhabitants  of  Aldermary ,  London 
prc  entcd  two  fuppiications  for  the  enlargement  of  their 
valuable  pallor,  and  learned  and  faithful  preacher,  as  they* 

called 


*  t 


t  4 
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women  or  children  that  can  read  well;  yet  we  deny  not  the  reading;  of 
the  icriptures  m  ali  congregations,  but  this  is  not  a  part  of  the  minifter’s 


€(  tllink  unlawful  to  withdraw  from  the  church,  where  the  word 

rS  au]y,  Ffcl;?d’  rhe  facraments  fincerely  minillered,  and  true  eccle- 
nalhcal  dilciplme  exercifed.  We  are  not  for  an  unfpotted  church  on 
and  therefore,  though  the  church  of  England  has  many  faults,  we 

„  k*i  n0t  LWllhn^I>r  withdraw  from  it:5  and  yet  we  believe  that  God’s 
cnddren,  when  they  are  threatened  with  perfection,  and  the  church  doors 

“  are  fhut  agamft  them,  may  draw  themfelves  into  private  affemblies,  fe- 
“  parating  from  curled  idolatry  and  peftilent  popery,  though  the  laws  of 
“  princes  are  again  ft  it;  and  whofoever  refufeth  to  be  fubjeft  to  thefe  con- 
gregations  leparating  themfelves,  refifteth  the  ordinances  of  God. 

££  W'e  affirm,  that  the  church  of  God  is  a  company  or  congregation  of 
the  faithful,  called  and  gathered  out  of  the  world,'  by  the  preaching  of 
“  gofpel,  united  in  the  true  faith,  and  refolving  to  form  their  lives, 
“  government,  order  and  ceremonies,  according  to  the  word  of  God. 

4 4  We  hold,  that  there  ought  to  be  joined  to  the  pallors  of  the  church 
“  elders  and  deacons ,  for  the  bridling  of  vices,  and  providing  for  the 
“  Poor:  That,  no  pallor  ought  to  ufurp  dominion  over  another;  nor  any 
“  church  exercife  lordlhip  or  rule  over  another. 

“  We  believe,  that  the  pallor  Ihould  be  chofen  by  the  congregation,  and 
4:4  being  chofen,  fhould  be  confirmed  in  his  vocation  by  the  elders,  with 
“  publick  prayer  and  impofition  of  hands. 

“  Concerning  ceremonies,  we  hold  that  they  ought  to  be  few,  and  fuch 
"  as  have  no  Ihew  of  evil,  but  manifeftly  tend  to  decency  and  good  order. 

“  We  rejeft  therefore  all  thepopilh  ceremonies  and  apparel — 1-We  hold, 

<£  that  churches  may  differ  in  order  and  ceremonies,  and  yet  keep  the 
unity  of  the  faith;  and  therefore  we  condemn  not  other  churches  that 

“  have  ceremonies  different  from  ours.— - Concerning  publick  worlhip; 

“  we  hold,  that  there  ought  to  be  places  appointed  for  this  purpofe,  and 
that  tneie  maybe  a  pr  cefeript  form  of  prayer ,  and  Jeruice  in  the  known 
“  tongue,  becaufe  all  have  not  the  gift  of  prayer,  but  we  would  not  have 
it  patched  out  of  the  pope’s  portuijes :  But  be  tire  form  of  prayer  never 
“  fo  good,  we  affirm  that  minifters  may  not  think  themfelves  difeharged 
“  when  they  have  laid  it  over,  for  they  are  not  fent  to  fay  fervice ,  but  to 
“  preach  deliverance  through  Chrift:  Preaching,  therefore,  mull  not  be 
“  thruft  out  of  doors  for  reading.  Neither  ought  the  minifter  fo  to  be  tied 
“  to  a  praefeript  form ,  that  at  all  times  he  mull  be  bound  of  neceffity  to 
gt  ufe  it;  for  who  can  draw  a  form  of  prayer,  neceffary  for  all  times,'  and 
“  ft  for  all  congregations.  We  deny  not,  but  it  is  well  that  there  be 
“  various  manners  of  prayers,  but  we  muft  take  heed  that  they  be  not  long 
“  and  tedious;  wherefore  preaching,  as  it  is  the  chief  part  of  a  minifter’s 
<£  office^  fo  all  other  things  muft  give  plpce  to  it. 


e£  earth, 
‘Nyould 
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called  Mr.  Field,  and  though  fome  great  friends  interceded 
for  them,  they  could  not  obtain  their  releafe.  The  arch- 
bifliop  fent  his  chaplain  to  confer  with  them  in  prifon,  after 
they  had  been  there  three  months,  for  which  they  were 
thankful*  The  conference  began  with  a  fuitable  prayer  which 
Mr*  Field  made,  and  was  carried  on  with  fuch  decency  as 
moved  the  chaplain’s  compaflion;  but  nothing  would  pre¬ 
vail  with  the  inexorable  commiffioners  to  releafe  them,  till 
they  had  fuffered  the  extremity  of  the  law,  and  paid  their 
fees,  though  the  keeper  gave  it  under  his  hand,  that  they 
were  fo  poor  as  not  to  have  money  to  pay  for  their  lodgings 
or  viftuals. 

To  return  to  the  Admonition,  which  confuted  of 
twenty-three  chapters,  under  the  following  titles: 

Chap.  I.  Whether  Chrift  forbiddeth  rule  Or  fuperiority  to  minifters* 

* — —  II.  Of  the  authority  of  the  church  in  things  indifferent. 
-  IIL  Of  the  election  of  minifters. 


<( 


<( 


“  Concerning  finging  of  pfalms,  we  allow  of  the  people’s  joining  with 
f(  one  voice  in  a  plain  tune,  but  not  of  tolling  the  pfalms  from  one  fide  ta 
st  the  other,  with  the  intermingling  of  organs. 

“  Touching  holidays,  we  fay,  that  religion  is  tied  to  no  time;  nor  is 
one  day  more  holy  than  another ;  but  becaufe  time  mull  be  had  to  hear 
Sf  the  word  of  God,  and  to  adminifter  the  holy  facraments,  therefore  we 
f  keep  the  Lord's  day  as  we  are  commanded,  but  without  all  JewiJb  fuper- 

"  ftition.- - We  think,  that  thofe  feaft-days  of  Chrift,  as  of  his  birth, 

circumcifio n,  paffouer,  refurrettion ,  and  afeenjion ,  Sc c.  may  by  chriftian 
liberty  be  kept,  becaule  they  are  only  devoted  to  Chrift,  to  whom  all 
(  days  and  times  belong.  But  days  dedicated  to  faints,  with  falls  on  their 
eves>  we  utterly  dillike,  though  we  approve  of  the  reverend  memory  of 
the  faints,  as  examples  to  be  propounded  to  the  people  in  fermons;  and 

“  of  publick  and  private  falls,  as  the  circumftances  of  nations  or  private 
“  perfons  require. 

.  confeftion  concludes  with  an  article  concerning  the  office  of  the 
civil  magillrate:  “  We  hold  that  Chriftians  may  bear  offices;  that  magi- 
ftrates  may  put  offenders  to  death  lawfully ;  that  they  may  wage  war, 
ff  and  require  a  lawful  oath  of  the  fubjed;  that  fubjeds  are  bound  to  obey 
“  all  their  juft  and  lawful  commands;^  to  pray  for  them,  to  give  them  all 
honour;  to  call  them  by  their  lawful  titles,  and  to  be  ready  with  their 
“  bodies  and  goods,  lives,  and  all  that  they  have,  tofervethem  with  bodily 
ervice;  yea,  all  thefe  things  we  mull  do,  though  they  be  infidels,  and 
obtain  their  dominion,  either  by  inheritance,  by  eledion,  by  conqueft, 
or  otherwife.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  the  magiftrates’  duty  to  provide 
“  .or  the  publick  peace  and  quiet  of  their  fubjeds ;  and  to  fet  forth  Chrift’s 
“  pure  religion,  by  advancing  the  preaching  of  the  gofpel,  and  rooting 
out  all  fuperftmon  and  idolatry.” - MS.  p,  1 3 1, 

S  Chap* 
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Chap.  IV.  Of  minifters  having  no  paftoral  charge;  and  of  cere¬ 
monies  ufed  in  ordering  minifters. 

—  V .  Of  the  reficlence  of  the  pallors. 

- VI.  Of  minifters  that  cannot  preach,  and  of  licences  to  preach. 

-  VII.  Of  the  apparel  of  minifters. 

- -  VIII*  Of  archbifhops,  metropolitans, bifhops,  archdeacons,  &c. 

-  IX.  Of  the  communion  book. 

— —  X.  Of  holidays. 

-  XI.  What  kind  of  preaching  is  moft  effectual. 

-  XII.  Of  preaching  before  the  adminiffration  of  the  facraments. 

-  XIII.  Of  reading  the  fcriptures. 

— —  XIV. _  Of  miniffering  and  preaching  by  deacons. 

-  XV.  Of  matters  touching  the  communion. 

-  XVI.  Of  matters  touching  baptifm. 

-  XV II.  Of  feniors,  or  government  by  elders. 

-  XV  III.  Of  certain  matters  concerning  difcipline  of  the  church. 

-  XIX.  Of  deacons  and  widows. 

-  XX.  Of  the  authority  of  the  civil  magiftrate  in  ecclefiaffical 

matters. 

-  XXI.  Of  fubfcribing  the  communion  book. 

- XXII.  Of  cathedral  churches. 

. -  XXIII.  Of  civil  offices  in  ecclefiaffical  perfons. 

Tliefe  were  the  chief  heads  of  complaint;  which,  the  pu¬ 
ritans  having  laid  before  the  world,  the  bifhops  thought 
themfelves  obliged  to  anfwer.  Dr.  John  Whitgift ,  maffer  of 
Trinity  college,  and  vice-chancellor  of  Cambridge ,  was  ap¬ 
pointed  to  this  work,  which  he  performed  with  great  labour 
and  ffudy,  and  dedicated  it  to  the  church  of  England .  His 
method  was  unexceptionable;  the  whole  text  of  the  admo¬ 
nition  being  fet  down  in  paragraphs,  and  under  each  para¬ 
graph  the  doctor’s  anfwer.*  Before  it  was  printed  it  was 
revifed  and  corrected  by  Archbifhop  Parker ,  Dr.  Cooper 
bifhop  of  Lincoln ,  and  Pern  bifliop  of  Ely ;  fo  that  in  this 
book  (fays  Mr.  Strype')  may  be  feen  all  the  arguments  for 
and  againft  the  hierarchy,  drawn  to  the  beft  advantage. 

Dr.  W hit gift 's  book  was  anfwered  by  Mr.  Cartwright , 
whofe  performance  was  called  a  mafter-piece  in  its  kind,  and 
had  the  approbation  of  great  numbers  in  the  univerfity  of 
Cambridge ,  as  well  as  foreign  divines.  Whitgift  replied  again 

*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  42. 
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to  Cartwright ,  and  had  the  thanks  of  the  bifhops  and  the 
Queen;  who,  as  a  reward  for  his  excellent  and  learned  pains, 
made  him  dean  of  Lincoln ,  while  Cartwright ,  to  avoid  the 
rigour  of  the  comnijjioners ,  was  forced  to  abfcond  in  friends 
houfes,  and  at  length  retire  into  banifhment. 

But  it  was  impoffible  for  thefe  divines  to  fettle  the  con- 
troverfy,  becaufe  they  were  not  agreed  upon  one  and  the 
fame  ftandard,  or  rule  of  judgment.  Mr.  Cartwright  main¬ 
tained,  that  “  the  holy  fcriptures  were  not  only  a  ftandard 
44  of  doftrine,  but  of  difcipline  and  government;  and  that 
u  the  church  of  Chrift  in  all  ages  was  to  be  regulated  by 
“  them.”  He  was  therefore  for  confulting  his  Bible  only, 
and  for  reducing  all  things  as  near  as  poffible  to  the  apofto- 
lical  ftandard.  Dr.  Whitgift  went  upon  a  different  principle, 
and  maintained,  “  That  though  the  holy  fcriptures  were  a 

perfeft  rule  of  faith,  they  were  not  defigned  as  a  ftandard 
“  of  church  difcipline  or  government;  but  that  this  was 
u  changeable,  and  might  be  accommodated  to  the  civil  go- 
“  vernment  we  live  under;  that  the  apoftolical  government 
“  was  adapted  to  the  church  in  its  infancy,  and  under  per- 
“  fecution,  but  was  to  be  enlarged  and  altered  as  the  church 
“  grew  to  maturity,  and  had  the  civil  magiftrate  on  its  fide.” 
The  doftor  therefore,  inftead  of  reducing  the  external  policy 
of  the  church  to  fcripture,  takes  into  his  ftandard  the  four 
firft  centuries  after  Chrift;  and  thofe  cuftoms  that  he  can 
trace  up  thither,  he  thinks  proper  to  be  retained,  becaufe 
the  church  was  then  in  its  mature  ftate,  and  not  yet  under 
the  power  of  antichrift. 

The  reader  will  judge  of  thefe  principles  for  himfelf. — 
One  is  ready  to  think,  that  the  nearer  we  can  come  to  the 
apoftolical  practice  the  better;  and  the  lefs  our  religion  is 
incumbered  with  rites  and  ceremonies  of  later  invention,  the 
more  it  muft  referable  the  fimplicity  that  is  in  Chrift .  If  our 
bleifed  Saviour  had  defigned  that  his  worfhip  fliould  be  let 
off  with  pomp  and  grandeur,  and  a  multitude  of  ceremonies, 
he  would  have  told  us  fo;  and,  it  may  be,  have  fettled  them, 
as  was  done  for  the  church  of  the  fews\  but  nothing  of 
this  appearing,  his  followers  fliould  be  cautious  of  inferring 
human  commandments  or  traditions  into  the  religion  of 
Chrift,  left  they  caff  a  reflection  upon  his  kingly  office* 
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The  difpute  between  Whitgift  and  Cartwright  was  ma. 
naged  with  fome  fharpnefs ;  the  latter  thought  he  had  reafon 
to  complain  of  the  hardfhips  himfelf  and  his  brethren  fuf- 
fered;  and  Whitgift  having  the  government  on  his  fide, 
thought  he  flood  upon  higher  ground,  and  might  affume  a 
fuperior  air;  when  Cartwright  and  his  friends  pleaded  for 
indulgence  becaufe  they  were  brethren,  the  doctor  replies, 

“  What  fignifies  their  being  brethren-,  anabaptifts,  arians, 

“  and  other  hereticks,  would  be  accounted  brethren;  their 
“  haughty  fpirits  will  not  fulfer  them  to  fee  their  error;  they 
“  deferve  as  great  punifhment  as  papifts,  becaufe  both  con- 
“  fpire  againft  the  church.  If  they  are  fliut  up  in  Newgate, 
“  it  is  a  meet  reward  for  their  diforderly  doings;  for  igno- 
“  ranee  may  not  excufe  libels  againft  a  private  man,  much 
“  lefs  when  they  {lander  the  whole  church.” — How  would 
the  doctor  have  liked  this  language  in  the  mouth  of  a  papift 
fixteen  years  before?  But  this  has  been  the  method  of  warm 
and  zealous  difputants ;  the  knots  they  cannot  untie  with 
their  fingers,  they  would  fain  cut  afunder  with  the  fword. 

Thus  Dr.  Whitgift  routed  his  adverfary;  he  had  already 
deprived  him  of  his  profeffor’s  chair,  and  of  his  degree  of 
D.  D.  and  being  now  vice-chancellor  of  Cambridge,  he 
got  him  expelled  the  univerfity  upon  the  following  pretence: 
Mr.  Cartwright,  being  fenior  fellow  of  his  college,  was  only 
in  deacon’s  orders;  the  dottor  being  informed  of  this,  and 
that  the  ftatute  requiring  fuch  to  take  upon  them  the  order 
of  priejlhood,  might  be  interpreted  to  priejl’s  orders,  con¬ 
cluded  he  was  perjured;*  upon  which  he  fummoned  the 
heads  of  colleges  together,  and  declared,  that  Mr.  Cart¬ 
wright  had  broken  his  oath,  and  without  any  further 
admonition,  puflied  his  intereft  among  the  majlers,  to  rid 
the  college  of  a  man  whofe  popularity  was  too  great  for 
his  ambition,  infomuch  that  he  declared  he  would  not  efta- 
blilh  order  in  the  univerfity  while  a  perfon  of  his  principles 
was  among  them ;  after  this  he  wrote  to  the  archbilhop, 
Sept.  2  ift,  1572,  and  begged  his  grace  to  watch  at  court, 
that  Cartwright  might  get  no  advantage  againft  him,  for 
(fays  he)  he  is  flatly  perjured,  and  it  is  God’s  juft  judgment 


*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  46. 
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that  he  ffiould  be  fo  puniffied,  for  not  being  a  full  minifter. 
A  very  mean  and  pitiful  triumph! 

The  Queen  alfo,  and  her  commiffioners,  brandifhed  their 
fwords  againfl  Cartwright  and  his  followers.  Her  majefty 
by  proclamation  called  in  the  admonition ,  commanding  all 
her  fubjefts,  who  had  any  in  their  poffeffioil,  to  bring  them 
to  the  bilhop  of  the  diocefe,  and  not  to  fell  them,  upon  pain 
of  imprifonment ;  upon  which  Mr.  Stroud  the  publilher 
brought  in  34,  and  his  wife  burnt  the  reft  that  were  unfold: 
This  Mr.  Stroud  was  the  fufpended  minifter  of  Cranbrook , 
an  excellent  preacher,  and  univerfally  beloved;  but  being 
reduced  to  poverty,  he  was  forced  to  condefcend  to  the  low 
offices  of  correfting  the  prefs,  and  of  publifhing  books  for 
a  livelihood;*  when  he  appeared  before  the  biffiop  of 
London  upon  this  occafion,  his  lordffiip  reproached  him  for 
laying  down  the  miniflry,  though  Parker  had  actually  de¬ 
prived  him,  and  forbid  him  to  preach  fix  years  before. 

The  bilhops  were  no  lefs  careful  to  crufh  the  favourers 
of  th t  admonition^  for  when  Mr.  IVake  of  Chrift  church 
had  declared  in  favour  of  it,  in  a  fermon  at  St.  Paul's  Crofs , 
the  biffiop  of  London  fent  for  him  next  morning  into  cuftody; 
but  he  made  his  efcape.  Mr.  Crick ,  chaplain  to  the  biffiop 
of  Norwich ,  having  alfo  commended  the  book  in  a  fermon 
at  the  fame  place,  the  archbiffiop  fent  a  fpecial  meffenger  to 
apprehend  him;  and  though  he  efcaped  for  the  prefent,  he 
afterwards  fell  into  the  hands  of  the  commiffioners,  and  was 
deprived;!  the  like  misfortune  befel  Dr.  Aldrich ,  an  eminent 
divine,  and  dignitary  of  the  church,  with  many  others; 
notwithilanding  which  Dr.  Sandys  biffiop  of  London ,  in  his 
letter  to  the  treafurer,  calls  for  further  help:  “  The  city 
“  (fays  he)  will  never  be  quiet,  till  thefe  authors  of  fedition, 
£‘  who  are  now  efteemed  as  gods,  as  Field ,  Wilcox,  Cart - 
“  wright ,  and  others,  be  far  removed  from  the  city;  the 
“  people  refort  to  them,  as  in  popery  they  were  wont  to 
“  run  on  pilgrimages ;  if  thefe  idols,  who  are  honoured  as 
“  faints,  were  removed  from  hence,  their  honour  would 
iC  fall  into  the  duff,  and  they  would  be  taken  for  blocks  as 

they  are.  Affiarp  letter  from  her  majefty  would  cut  the 

*  MS,  p.  195.  f  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  53. 
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courage  of  thefe  men.  Good  my  lords,  for  the  love 
you  bear  to  the  church  of  Chrift,  refill:  the  tumultuous 
enterprizes  of  thefe  new-fangled  fellows/5  Thefe  were 
the  weapons  with  which  the  doctor’s  anfwer  to  the  admonition 
were  enforced;  fo  that  we  may  fairly  conclude  with  Fuller 
the  hiitorian,  46  2  hat  if  Cartwright  had  the  better  of  his 
cc  adverfary  in  learning ,  Whitgift  had  more  power  to  back 
his  arguments',  and  by  this  he  not  only  kept  the  field ,  but 
gained  the  victory 

On  the  other  hand  it  is  certain,  vafl  numbers  of  the 
clergy,  both  in  London  and  the  two  univerfities,  had  a  high 
opinion  of  Cartwright's  writings;  he  had  many  admirers; 
and  if  we  may  believe  his  adverfaries,  wanted  not  for  pre- 
fents  and  gratuities:  Many  hands  were  procured  in  appro¬ 
bation  and  commendation  of  his  reply  to  Whitgift ;  and  fome 
faid,  they  would  defend  it  to  death.*  In  Ihort,  though  Whit- 
gift's  writings  might  be  of  ufe  to  confirm  tbofe  who  had 
already  conformed,  they  made  no  converts  among  the  puri¬ 
tans,  but  rather  confirmed  them  in  their  former  fentiments. 

To  purfuethis  controverfy  to  the  end:  In  the  year  1573, 
Dr.  Whitgift  publilhed  his  defence  againfl  Cartwright's  re¬ 
ply^  in  which  he  Hates  the  difference  between  them  thus: 
The  queflion  is  not,  whether  many  things  mentioned  in  your 
platform  of  discipline  were  fitly  ufed  in  the  apoftles ' 
time ,  or  may  now  be  well  ufed  in  f undry  reformed  churches? 
this  is  not  denied;  but  whether ,  when  there  is  a  fettled  order 
in  doctrine  and  government  efzablifhed  by  law ,  it  7nay  ftand 
with  godly  and  chrifiian  wifdom  to  attempt  fo  great  alteration 
as  this  platform  muft  needs  bring  in ,  with  difobedience  to 
the  prince  and  laws ,  and  unquietnefs  of  the  church ,  and  offence 
of  many  confciences?  If  this  were  the  whole  queflion,  furely 
it  might  Hand  with  the  wifdom  of  the  legifature  in  fettled 
times,  to  make  fome  conceffions  in  favour  of  pious  and  de¬ 
vout  men ;  nor  can  it  be  inconfiflent  with  godly  and  chrift ian 
wifdom ,  for  fubjefts  to  attempt  it  by  lawful  and  peaceable 
methods. 

Two  years  after  [1575]  Mr.  Cartwright  publilhed  a  fe - 
cond  reply  to  Whitgift' s  defence;  it  confifted  of  two  parts; 


*  Life  of  Parker,  p.  427. 
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the  firft  was  intitled,  The  fecond  reply  of  T.  C.  againft  Dr. 
Whitgifth  fecond  anfwer  touching  the  church  difcipline\  with 
thefe  two  fentences  of  fcripture  in  the  title  page,  For  V aoi\'s 
fake  I  will  not  hold  my  tongue ;  for  jerufalemb  fake  I  will  not 
reft ,  fill  the  righteoufnefs  thereof  break  forth  as  the  light , 

_ Ye  are  the  Lord's  remembrancers:  Keep  not  fierce. 

Ifa.  Ixii.  6,  7.  It  is  dedicated  to  the  church  of  England ,  and 
all  that  love  the  truth  in  it.  In  his  preface  he  anlwers  divers 
perfonal  matters  between  the  doftor  and  himfelf :  I  le  lemem- 
bers  him  of  his  illegal  depriving  him  of  his  fellowfhip, 
and  pronouncing  him  perjured.  He  fays,  lie  never  opened 
his  lips  for  the  divinity  chair,  as  he  had  hilily  charged  him: 
That  he  had  never  defired  the  degree  of  a  doctor,  but  by 
the  advice  of  more  than  a  dozen  learned  mimfteis,  who, 
confidering  his  office  of  divinity  reader ,  thought  he  ought 
to  affume  the  title.  He  added,  that  he  never  reiufed  a  pri¬ 
vate  conference  with  him  i  hitgift~\ ,  but  that  he  offered 
it,  and  the  other  refufed  it,  faying,  he  was  incorrigible; 
indeed,  he  did  refufe  private  conference  by  writing,  having 
had  experience  of  his  adverfary’s  unfaithfulnefs;  and  becaufe 
he  thought  that  the  doctrine  he  had  taught  openly  ffiould 
be  defended  openly.  Whitgft  charged  him,  that  after  he 
was  expelled  the  college,  he  went  up  and  down  doing  no 
good,  but  living  at  other  men’s  tables.*  How  ungenerous 
was  this!  After  the  doflor  had  taken  away  his  adverfary’s 
bread,  and  hopped  his  mouth  that  he  might  not  preach,  to 
yeproach  him  with  doing  no  good ,  and  being  beholden  to  his 
friends  for  a  dinner.  Cartwright  owned,  that  he  t\as  poor; 
that  he  had  no  wife,  nor  houfe  of  his  own;  and  that  it  was 
wTith  fmall  delight  that  he  lived  upon  his  friends,  but  that 
he  ftill  did  what  little  good  he  could,  in  inflru&ing  their 
children.  Whitgft  charged  his  adverfary  further,  with  want 
of  learning,  though  he  had  filled  the  divinity  chair  with  vail 
reputation,  and  had  been  filled  by  Beza ,  Sol ,  the  very  fun 
of  England:  He  taxed  him  with  making  extracts  of  other 
men’s  notes,  and  that  he  had  fcarce  read  one  of  the  ancient 
authors  he  had  quoted.  To  which  Cartwright  modeflly 
replied,  that  as  to  great  reading  he  would  let  it  pafs;  for  }f 


*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  6a, 
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Whitgift  had  read  all  the  fathers,  and  he  fcarce  one,  it  would 
eafily  appear  to  the  learned  world  by  their  writings;  but 

that  it  was  fufliciently  known  that  he  had  hunted  him  with 
more  hounds  than  one. 

The  ftrength  of  his  reply  lies  in  reducing  the  policy  of 
the  chui  ch  as  near  as  pollible  to  the  ftandard  of  fcripture; 
for  when  Dr.  Whitgift  alledged  feme  of  the  fathers  of  the 
4th  and  5th  century  on  his  fide,  Cartwright  replied,  “  That 
“  forafmuch  as  the  fathers  have  erred,  and  that  corruptions 
“  crept  early  into  the  church,  therefore  they  ought  to  have 
“  no  further  credit  than  their  authority  is  warranted  by  the 
“  word  of  God  and  good  reafon;  to  prefs  their  bare  autho- 
“  rity  without  relation  to  this,  is  to  bring  an  intolerable 

tyranny  into  the  church  of  God.” 

The  fecond  part  of  Cartwright’ s  reply  was  not  publilhed 
till  two  years  forward,  when  he  was  fled  out  of  the  king¬ 
dom;*  it  is  intitled,  The  reft  of  the  fecond  reply  of  Thomas 
Cartwright  againf  Mafer  Doctor  W  hit  gift  h  anfwer ,  touch * 
ing  the  church  difcipline,  imprinted  1 577:  in  which  he  fhews, 
that  church-government  by  an  eldership  is  by  divine  ap-. 
pointment,  and  of  perpetual  obligation.  He  then  confiders 
the  defefts  of  the  church  of  England,  and  treats  of  the  power 
of  the  civil  magifrate  in  ecclefiaflical  matters ;  of  ecclefiaftical 
perfons  bearing  civil  offices-,  and  of  the  habits.  He  apologizes 
for  going  through  with  the  controverfy  at  fuch  a  diflance 
of  time,  but  he  thought  it  of  importance,  and  that  it  need 
not  be  alhamed  of  the  light.  Speaking  of  his  own  poverty, 
difgrace ,  and  banifliment,  for  appearing  in  this  caufe,  he 
fays,  “  It  were  an  intolerable  delicacy,  if  he  could  not  give 
“  up  a  little  eafe  and  commodity,  for  that  whereunto  his 
“  life  was  due,  if  it  had  been  allied;  or  that  he  would  grudge 
“  to  dwell  in  another  corner  of  the  world,  for  that  caufe 
tc  for  which  he  ought  to  be  ready  altogether  to  depart  out 
<e  of  it.”  But  he  was  fenfible  he  ftrove  againft  the  ftream, 
and  that  his  work  might  be  thought  unfeafonable,  his  ad- 
verfary  being  now  advanced  fo  much  above  him;  for  this 
year  Whitgift  was  made  a  bilhop,  when  poor  CarHvright- 
was  little  better  than  a  wandering  beggar.f 

*  Strype’s  Ann.  f  Ibid. 
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Thus  ended  the  controverfy  between  thefe  two  champions; 
fo  that  Fuller ,  Heylin ,  and  Collier,  mud  be  miitaken,  when 
they  fay,  Whitgift  kept  the  field,  and  carried  off  a  complete 
victory''  when  Cartwright  had  certainly  the  Iaft  word.  But 
whoever  had  the  better  of  the  argument,  Whitgift  got  the  moft 
by  it ;  and  when  he  was  advanced  to  the  pinnacle  of  church- 
preferment,  afted  an  ungenerous  part  towards  Iris  adversary 
for  many  years,  profecuting  him  with  continual  vexations 
and  imprifonments,  and  pointing  all  his  church  artillery 
again!!  him,  not  fuffering  him  fo  much  as  to  defend  the 
common  caufe  of  chrifhamty  a  gam  if  the  pap  ills,  when  he 
was  called  to  it;  however,  at  length  being  wearied  out  with 
the  importunities  of  great  men,  or  growing  more  temperate 
in  his  old  age,  he  fuffered  him  to  govern  a  fmall  hofpital 
in  Warwick ,  given  him  by  the  Earl  of  Leicefter ,  where 
this  great  and  good  man’s  grey  hairs  came  down  with  forrow 


to  the  grave. 

To  return:  notwithftanding  all  this  oppofition  from  the 
Queen  and  her  commiffioners,  the  puritans  gained  ground; 
and  though  the  prefs  was  retrained,  they  galled  their  ad- 
verfaries  "with  pamphlets,  which  were  privately  difperfed 
both  in  city  and  country.  Parker  employed  all  his  emiffaries 
to  difeover  their  printing  preffes,  but  to  no  purpofe;  where¬ 
upon  he  complained  to  the  treafurer  in  thefe  words,  “  I  un- 
«  derftand  throughout  all  the  realm  (fays  he)  how  the 

matter  is  taken;  the  puritans  are  juftified,  and  we  judged 
“  to  be  extreme  perfecutors-,  I  have  obferved  this  for  feven 
“  years;  if  the  fincerity  of  the  gofpel  lhould  end  in  fuch 
“  judgments,  I  fear  the  council  will  be  overcome.  The  pu- 
“  ritans  flander  us  with  books  and  libels,  lying  they  care  not 
*£  how  deep,  and  yet  the  more  they  write  the  more  they  are 
“  applauded  and  comforted.”!  The  fcholars  of  Cambridge 
were  generally  with  the  puritans,  but  the  mailers  and  heads 
of  colleges  were  again!!  them;  fo  that  many  who  ventured 
to  preach  for  the  d'lfcipline  were  deprived  of  their  fellow- 
ihips,  and  expelled  the  uniyerfity,  or  obliged  to  a  publick 
retractation. 

There  being  no  further  profpeCt  of  a  publick  reformation 
by  the  legiflature,  fome  of  the  leading  puritans  agreed  to 


+  Life  pf  Parker,  p.  389. 
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attempt  it  in  a  more  private  way;  for  this  purpofe  they 
erected  a  prefbytery  at  Wandfworth ,  a  village  five  miles  from 
tee  city,  conveniently  fituated  ror  the  London  brethren,  as 
{landing  on  the  banks  of  the  river  Thames.  The  heads’  of 
rhe  affociation  were,  Mr.  Field,  lecturer  of  Wandfworth ,  Mr. 
Smith  of  Mitcham ,  Mr.  Crane  of  Roehampton ,  Mefirs.  Wilcox , 
C): an.: t  ;i,  jdt  nfon,  Bonham,  Saintloe ,  and  Edmonds,  to  whom 
afterwards  were  joined  Mellrs.  Travers,  Ckake,  Barber,  Gar¬ 
diner,  Crook,  Egerton,  and  a  number  of  very  confiderable  lay- 
men.  On  the  20th  of  November  eleven  elders  were  chofen, 
and  their  offices  deferibed  in  a  regifler,  intitled.  The  orders 
of  Wandfworth.  This  was  the  firfl  prefbyterian  church  in 
England.  All  imaginable  care  was  taken  to  keep  their  pro¬ 
ceedings  fecret,  but  the  bifhop’s  eye  was  upon  them,  who 
gave  immediate  intelligence  to  the  high  commifion ,  upon 
which  the  Queen  iifued  out  a  proclamation  for  putting  the 
act  of  uniformity  in  execution;  but  though  the  commijf oners 
knew  of  the  prejlytery,  they  could  not  difcover  the  members 
or  it,  nor  prevent  outers  being  erected  in  neighbouring 
counties. 

\ 

While  the  Queen  and  bifliops  were  defending  the  out¬ 
works  of  the  church  againft  the  puritans,  and  bracing  up 
the  building  with  articles ^  canons ,  injundions ,  and  penal  laws, 
enforced  by  the  fword  of  the  civil  magiflrate,  the  papills 
were  fapping  the  very  foundation;  for  upon  publilhing  the 
pope's  bull  of  excommunication  againft  the  Queen,  great 
numbers  deferted  the  publick  worfhip,  and  reforted  to  private 
conventicles  to  hear  mafs,  while  others  who  kept  their 
ftations  in  the  church,  were  fecretly  undermining  it.  “  There 
<c  were  at  this  time  (fays  a  learned  writerf )  certain  minifters  of 
the  church  that  were  paplfts ,  who  fubferibed  and  obferved 
the  orders  of  the  church,  wore  a  fide  gown,  a  fquare  cap, 
a  cope  and  lurplice.  They  would  run  into  corners,  and 
fay  to  the  people,  Believe  not  this  new  doftrine,  it  is 
naught,  it  will  not  long  endure;  although  I  ufe  order 
<c  among  them  outwardly,  my  heart  is  not  with  them,  but 
with  the  mother  church  of  Rome .  No,  no,  we  do  not 
preach,  nor  yet  teach  openly;  though  we  read  their  new 
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«<  devifed  homilies  for  a  colour  to  fatisfy  the  time  for  a  fea¬ 
st  foil.”  In  Torkjkire  they  went  openly  to  mafs,  and  were 
fo  numerous,  that  the  proteftants  flood  in  awe  of  them.  In 
London  there  was  a  great  refort  to  the  Portugal  ambaflador’s 
chapel;  and  when  the  flier  iff,  by  order  of  the  bifliop  of 
London ,  fent  his  officers  to  take  fome  of  them  into  cuflody, 
the  Queen  was  difpleafed,  and  ordered  them  immediately  to 
be  releafed. 

Sad  was  the  hate  of  religion  (fays  Mr.  Strype)  at  this 
time;  “  the  fubflantials  being  loft  in  contending  for  exter- 
«  nals;  the  churchmen  heaped  up  many  benefices  upon 
«  themfelves,  and  refided  upon  none;  neglecting  their  cures. jj 
“  Many  of  them  alienated  their  lands,  made  unreafonable 
66  leafes,  and  wafte  of  woods,  and  granted  reverlions,  and 

«  advowfons  to  their  wives  and  children. - Among  the 

^  laity  there  was  little  devotion;  the  Lord’s  day  greatly  pro- 
faned,  and  little  obferved;  the  common  prayers  not  fre¬ 
quented;  fome  lived  without  any  fervice  of  God  at  all; 
c  many  were  mere  heathens  and  atheifts;  the  Queen’s  own 
court  an  harbour  for  epicures  and  atheifts,  and  a  kind  of 
lawlefs  place,  becaufe  it  flood  in  no  parifli;  which  things 
made  good  men  fear  fome  fad  judgments  impending  over 
the  nation.”  The  governors  of  the  church  expreffed  no 
concern  for  fuppreffing  of  vice,  and  encouraging  virtue; 
there  were  no  citations  into  the  Commons  for  immoralities: 
but  the  bifliop s  were  every  day  fhutting  the  mouths  of  the 
moil  pious,  ufeful  and  induftrious  preachers  in  the  nation, 

•  at  a  time  when  the  Queen  was  fick  of  the  fmall-pox,  and 
troubled  with  fainting  fits,  and  the  whole  reformation  de¬ 
pended  upon  the  fingle  thread  of  her  life. 

This  precarious  ftate  of  religion  was  the  more  terrible, 
becaufe  of  the  Parifian  maffacre ,  which  happened  this  very 
fummer  [1572]  on  the  24th  of  Auguft,  being  Bartholomew - 
day,  when  great  numbers  of  proteftants  having  been  invited 
to  Paris ,  on  pretence  of  doing  honour  to  the  King  of  Na¬ 
varre's  marriage  to  the  King’s  filler,  ten  thoufand  were 
maffacred  in  one  night,  and  twenty  thoufand  more  in  other 
parts  of  the  kingdom,  within  the  compafs  of  a  few  weeks. 
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by  his  majefty’s  commiffion;  no  diftinftion  being  made 
between  lords,  gentlemen,  juft  ices,  lawyers,  fcholars,  phy. 
licians,  and  the  meaneft  of  the  people;*  they  fpared  neither 
women,  maids,  children  in  the  cradle,  nor  infants  in  their 
mother’s  womb.  Many  who  efcaped  fled  to  Geneva  and  Swit- 
~ei  land ,  and  great  numbers  into  England ,  to  fave  their  lives. 
The  proteftant  princes  of  Germany  were  awakened  with  this 
butchery ;  and  the  Queen  put  the  coafts  into  a  pofture  of 
defence,  but  made  no  conceflions  for  uniting  her  proteftant 
fubjefts  among  themfelves. 

This  year  died  the  reverend  and  learned  Mr.  John  Knox, 
the  apoftle,  and  chief  reformer  of  the  kirk  of  Scotland 
This  divine  came  into  England  in  the  reign  of  King  Edward 
VI.  and  was  appointed  one  of  the  itinerant  preachers  for 
the  year  1552;  he  was  afterwards  offered  a  parochial  living 
in  London,  but  refufed  it;  upon  King  Edward’s  death  he 
retired  beyond  fea,  and  became  preacher  to  the  Englifh 
exiles  at  Frankfort,  till  he  was  artfully  fpirited  away  by  the 
contrivance  of  Mr.  Cox,  now  bilhop  of  Ely,  for  not  reading 
the  Englifh  fervice.  He  afterwards  preached  to  the  Englifh 
at  Geneva ;  and  upon  the  breaking  up  of  that  congregation 
in  the  year  1559,  he  returned  to  Scotland,  and  was  a  great 
inftrument  in  the  hand  of  providence  for  the  reformation  of 
that  kirk.  He  was  a  fon  of  thunder,  and  feared  not  the 
face  of  any  man  in  the  caufe  of  religion,  which  betrayed 
him  fometimes  into  too  coarfe  treatment  of  his  fuperiors.§ 
However,  he  had  the  refpecl  of  all  the  proteftant  nobility 
and  gentry  of  his  country;  and  after  a  life  of  great  fervice 
and  labour,  he  died  comfortably  in  the  midft  of  his  friends, 
in  the  67th  year  of  his  age,f  being  greatly  fupported  in  his 
laft  hours  from  the  17th  chapter  of  St.  John,  and  1  Cor . 

1 5th  chapter ;  both  which  he  ordered  to  be  frequently  read  to 


*  Strype’s  Ann.  p.  160. 

§  It  has  been  juftly  obferved,  <(  That  though  the  praife  of  lincerity 
and  piety  cannot  be  denied  him,  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  thofe  virtues  were 
accompanied  with  a  narrow  and  bigotted  turn  of  mind.  In  the  time  of 
Job n  Knox ,  he  having  fuffered  perfection,  did  not  hinder  men  from  exer- 
cifmg  perfection  when  it  was  in  their  power. 

The  New  Annual  Regifter  for  1789.  Hiftory  of  Knowledge,  p.  31. 

f  Life  of  Parker,  p.  366* 
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him:  His  body  Was  attended  to  the  grave  with  great  folem- 

nitv  and  honour.  .  r  .  . 

The  Queen  being  incenfed  againil  the  puritans  for  their 

late  applications  to  parliament,  reprimanded  the  bifliops  for 
not  fopprefling  them,  refolving  to  bend  all  the  powers 
of  the  crown  that  way.  Accordingly  commijjioners .  were 
appointed  under  the  great  feal,+  in  every  fhire  to  put  in  ex¬ 
ecution  the  penal  laws  by  way  of  Oyer  and  fermner,  and 
the  Queen  publifhed  a  proclamation  in  the  month  of  October, 
declaring  her  royal  pleafure,  that  all  offenders  againft  the 
aa  of  uniformity  fhould  be  feverely  punifhed.  Letters  were 
alfo  fent  from  the  lords  of  the  council  to  the  bifliops,  dated 

Nov.  7th,  1573,  to  enforce  her  majefty’s  proclamation;!  in 

which,  after  having  reproached  them  with  holding  their 
courts  only  to  get  money,  or  for  fuch  like  purpofes,  they 
now  require  them  in  her  majeffy  s  name,  either  by  them- 
felves,  which  is  moflfit,  or  by  their  archdeacons,  p^eifonally 
to  vifit  and  fee  that  the  habits ,  with  all  the  Queen  s  injunc¬ 
tions,  be  exaaiy  and  uniformly  obferved  in  every  church  of 
their  diocefe;  and  to  punifh  all  refufers  according  to  the 
eccefiaflical  laws.  The  lord  treafurer  alfo  made  a  long  fpeech 
before  the  commiffioners  in  the  Jlar  chamber ,§  in  which,  by 
the  Queen’s  order,  66  He  charged  thebifhops  with  negleft, 
<c  in  not  enforcing  her  majefly’s  proclamation;  he  faid  the 
“  Queen  could  not  fatisfy  her  confcience  without  crufhing 
4C  the  puritans \  for  file  thought  none  of  her  fubjefts  worthy 
of  her  protection  that  favoured  innovations,  or  that  direftly 
“  or  indireftly  countenanced  the  alteration  of  any  thing  efta- 
44  blifhed  in  the  church:  That  by  too  much  lenity  feme 
44  might  be  apt  to  think  the  exceptions  of  thefe  novelifts 


J  Life  of  Parker,  p.  447,  479.  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  ii.  p.  260. 
f  Life  of  Parker,  Append,  vol.ii.  p.  454* 

§  Life  of  Parker,  p.  456,  458. 

The  letter  from  the  lords  of  the  council,  and  the  fpeech  of  the  lord 
treafurer,  are  alledgedby  Bifhop  Maddox,  as  convincing  proofs  of  the  mild 
condua  of  the  bifliops.  How  far  his  condition  is  juflly  drawn;  whether 


it  prove  any  thing  more  than  that  the  zeal  and  activity  of  the  bifhops  did 
not  keep  pace  with  the  wifhes  of  the  court,  the  reader  will  judge  from  the 
fa£ls  Mr.  Neal’ s  hifiory  has  exhibited.  But,  however  this  evidence  may 
exculpate  the  bifhops,  it  certainly  impeaches  the  lenity  of  the  Queen,  and 
is  a  direct  proof  of  the  feverity,  the  unyielding  feverity,  of  her  govern¬ 
ment*.  Editor.  44  againft 
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agamfi  tne  ceremonies  were  reafonable  and  well  founded 
“  or  bur  trifling  matters  of  deputation;  but  the  Queen  was 
refolved  that  her  orders  and  injunctions  Iliould  not  be  con¬ 
temned;  mat  tne  publick  rule  ihould  be  inviolably  ob- 
“  ferved  i  and  that  there  Ihould  be  an  abfolute  obedience, 
“  becaufe  the  fafety  of  her  government  depended  upon  it.’’ 
1  he  treafurer,  therefore,  or  fome  other  member,  propofed 
in  council,  that  all  minifters  throughout  he  kingdom  iliould 
be  bound  in  a  bond  of  200L  to  conform  in  all  things  to  the 
act  of  uniformity,  and  in  cafe  of  default  their  names  to  be 
returned  into  the  exchequer  by  the  biihop,  and  the  bond  to 

be  fued.j-  If  this  project  had  taken  place,  it  would  have 
ruined  half  the  clergy  of  the  kingdom. 

Another  occalion  of  thefe  extraordinary  proceedings  of 
the  court,  is  faid  to  arile  from  the  accidental  madnefs  of  one 
Feter  Bucket^  ol  tile  HI  id  die  Temple  ^  who  had  the  name  of 
u.  pur  it  an  ^  but  was  diiordered  m  his  fenfes;  this  man  came 
out  of  the  Temple  in  his  gown,  Oct.  14,  1573,  about  eleven 
m  the  morning,  and  feeing  Mr.  Fitz-Gerard ,  lieutenant  of 
the  penfioners,  Sir  William  Winter ,  and  Mr.  Hawkins ,  officers 
of  the  Queen’s  navy,  riding  through  the  Strand ,  with  their 
fervants  on  foot,  came  up  to  them,  and  fuddenly  ft  ruck 
Hawkins  with  a  dagger  through  the  right  arm  into  the  body 
about  the  arm-hole,  and  immediately  ran  into  the  Bell-Inn , 
where  he  was  taken,  and  upon  examination  being  aiked, 
whether  he  knew  Mr.  Hawkins ?  he  anfwered,  he  took  him 
for  Mr.  Hatton ,  captain  of  the  guards,  and  one  of  the  privy 
chamber,  whom  he  was  moved  to  kill  by  the  fpirit  of  God, 
by  which  he  fliould  do  God  and  his  country  acceptable  fer- 
vice,  becaufe  he  was  an  enemy  of  God’s  word ,  and xunaintainer 
of  papijlry .  In  which  opinion  he  perfevered,  without  any 
figns  of  repentance,  till,  for  fear  of  being  burnt  for  herefy , 
be  recanted  before  Dr.  Sandys  biihop  of  London ,  and  the 
reft  of  the  commiffioners.  The  Queen  a  Iked  her  two  chief 
juftices,  and  attorney-general,  what  corporal  puniftiment  the 
villain  might  undergo  for  his  offence;  it  was  propofed  to  put 
him  to  death  as  a  felon ,  becaufe  a  premeditated  attempt  with 
an  intention  of  killing  had  been  fo  puniflied  by  King  Ed¬ 
ward  II.  though  the  party  wounded  did  not  die;  but  the 


f  Strype’s  Ann.  p.  260.  Life  of  Grindal,  p.  185. 
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judges  did  not  apprehend  this  to  be  law.  It  was  then  moved, 
that  the  Queen,  by  virtue  of  her  prerogative,  fhould  put 
him  to  death  by  martial  law ;  and  accordingly  a  warrant 
Avas  made  out  under  the  great  leal  ioi  his  execution,  though 
the  faft  was  committed  in  time  of  peace,  i  his  made  fome 
of  the  council  hefitate,  apprehending  it  might  prove  a  very 
bad  precedent.  At  length  the  poor  creature  put  an  end  to 
the  difpute  himfelf,  for  on  the  ioth  of  November,  in  the 
afternoon,  he  killed  his  keeper  Longworth  with  one  blow, 
(hiking  him  with  a  billet  on  the  hinder  part  of  the  head, 
as  he  was  looking  upon  a  book  in  the  prifon  window  of  the 
T rwer\  for  this  crime  he  was  next  day  indicted  and  arraigned 
at  the  King s -Bench)  where  he  confeffed  the  f tic t,  faying, 
that  Longworth  in  his  imagination  was  Hatton :  There  he 
received  judgment  for  murder,  and  the  next  day,  Nov.  1 2,  had 
his  right  hand  firft  cut  off  at  the  place  in  the  Strand  where 
he  (truck  Hawkins ,  and  was  then  immediately  hanged  on  a 
gibbet  erefted  purpofely,  between  eight  and  nine  of  the 
clock  in  the  morning,  and  continued  hanging  there  for  three 
days.  The  poor  man  talked  very  wildly,  and  was  by  fits 
downright  mad,  fo  that  if  he  had  been  fhut  lip  in  Bedlam 
after  his  firft  attempt,  as  he  ought  to  have  been,  all  further 
mifehief  had  been  prevented.*  However,  it  was  very  un¬ 
reasonable  to  lay  this  to  the  charge  of  the  Puritans ,-  and  to 
take  occafion  from  hence  to  fpread  a  general  perfecution 
over  the  whole  kingdom:  But  the  Queen  was  for  laying 
hold  of  all  opportunities  to  fupprefs  a  number  of  confcien- 
tious  men,  whom  flue  would  often  fay,  JJoe  hated  more  than 
the  papifts.\ 

The  commiflioners,  being  thus  pufhed  forwards  from 
above,  fent  letters  to  the  bifhops,  exhorting  them  to  com¬ 
mand  their  archdeacons,  and  other  ecclefiaftical  officers,  to 
give  it  in  charge  to  their  clergy  and  queft-mcn ,  to  prefen t  the 
names  and  nrnames  of  all  non-conformifts  in  their  feveral 
parifhes,  before  the  firft  week  in  Lent .§  A  letter  of  this  fort 
was  fent,  among  others,  by  the  old  bifhop  of  Norwich  to  his 
chancellor,  dated  from  Ludham^  Jan.  30,  1573.  This  was 
very  unacceptable  work  to  a  man  who  was  dropping  into 


*  MS.  p.  870.  f  Life  of  Parker,  p.  454.  §  Strvpe’s  Annals,  voi  ii.  p.  26 1 . 
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his  grave ;f  but  he  gave  orders  as  he  was  commanded;  and 
many  miniflers  of  his  diocefe  being  returned  unconformable, 
were  fuipended  from  reading  common  prayer  and  admi- 
niftering  the  facraments,  but  allowed  ftill  to  cateehife  youth  ;* 
feveral  of  whom  ofFered  to  preach  to  fome  congregations 
as  the  bifliops  fliould  appoint,  of  which  his  lordflnp  wrote 
to  the  archbilhop,  but  his  grace  refilled  to  fet  them  on  work, 
and  continue  their  parts  in  the  publick  exercij'es  or  prop  he** 
Jying .1 ,  foi  which  the  bifhop  was  feverely  reprimanded, 
and  threatened  by  the  commijjioners  with  the  Queen’s  hkdi 
difpleafure;  whereupon  he  allowed  his  chancellor  to  filence 
them  totally ,  though  it  was  againft  his  judgment;  for  in  his 

letter  to  a  gentleman  on  this  occafion,  he  writes,  “ _ I  was 

“  obliged  to  reffrain  them,  unlefs  I  would  willingly  procure 

“  my  own  danger. - Therefore  let  not  this  matter  feem 

“  ftrange  to  you,  for  the  matter  was  of  importance,  and 
“  touched  me  fo  near,  that  I  could  do  no  iefs  if  I  would 
“  avoid  extreme  danger.” §  But  after  all,  his  lordlhip  being 
fufpe&ed  of  remiflnefs,  Parker  directed  a  fpecial  commiffion 
to  commijfaries  of  his  own  appointing,  to  vifit  his  diocefe 
parochially;  which  they  did,  and  reported,  that  fome  mi- 
nifters  were  abfent,  and  fo  could  not  be  examined;  other 
churches  had  no  furplices,  but  the  minifters  faid  they  would 
wear  them  when  provided;  but  that  there  were  about  300 
non-conformifls  whom  they  had  fufpended;  of  whom,  as 
the  good  old  bilhop  wrote,  were  godly  and  learned ,  and  bad 
done  much  good.% 

The  heads  of  the  puritans,  being  debarred  the  liberty  of 
preaching  and  printing,  challenged  their  adverfaries  to  a 
publick  deputation:  This  had  been  allowed  the  proteftants 
in  Oueen  Mary’s  reign,  and  the  papifls  at  the  acceflion  of 
Queen  Elizabeth-,  but  the  Queen  and  council  would  not 
now  admit,  that  what  was  eftablilhed  by  law  fliould  be  ex- 
pofed  to  queftion,  and  referred  to  the  hazard  of  a  difpute. 
Inflead  therefore  of  a  conference,  they  took  a  fliorter  Way, 

t  Life  of  Parker,  p.449,  246,  251,  252,  159. 

*  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  ii.  p.  261,  262.  Life  of  Parker,  p.  336. 

%  Life  of  Parker,  p.  246,  259,  449,  451,  452.  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  ii. 
p.  109,  261,  262,  263.  Life  of  Parker,  p.  336. 
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by  fummoning  the  difputants  before  the  cccleftajlical  com- 
miffion ,  to  anfwer  to  fundry  articles  exhibited  againff  them, 
and  among  others  to  this,  Whether  the  common  prayer  hook 
is  every  part  of  it  grounded  upon  holy  fcripture? — an  honour 
hardly  to  be  allowed  to  any  human  compofure:  And  for 
not  anfwering  to  the  fatisfaClion  of  the  commillioners,  Mr. 
Wyburn,  Johnfon ,  Brown ,  Field ,  Wilcox ,  Sparrozv ,  and  King, 
were  deprived,  and  the  four  laft  committed  to  Newgate,* 
from  whence  two  of  them  had  been  but  lately  releafed. — 
They  were  told  further,  that  if  they  did  not  comply  in  a 
fliort  time  they  Ihould  be  banilhed ;  though  there  was  no 
law  for  inflicting  fuch  punilhment. 

Mr.  Cartwright  was  fummoned  among  the  red,  but  wifely 
got  out  of  the  way,  upon  which  the  commiffi oners  ilfued  out 
the  following  order:  “  To  all  mayors,  bailiffs,  fheriffs,  con- 
“  ftables,  headboroughs,  and  all  others  the  Queen’s  officers, 
“  to  be  aiding  and  afiifting  to  the  bearer  |  their  meffenger"] 
“  with  the  belt.  means  they  can  devife  to  apprehend  one 
“  Thomas  Cartwright,  fludent  in  divinity,  wherefoever 
“  lie  be  within  the  realm,  and  to  bring  him  up  to  London 
“  with  a  fufficient  guard,  to  appear  before  11s  her  majefty’s 
“  commillioners  in  caufes  eccleftaftical,  for  his  mifdemeanors 
“  in  matters  of  religion ;§  Dec.  15th,  1573.  Signed  by 
“  John  Rivers,  mayor,  Edwin ,  bifhop  of  London,  Alex. 

Nowell,  dean  of  St.  Paul’s,  Gabriel  Goodman,  dean  of 
“  Wejlminjler,  together  with  the  attorney-general,  folicitor- 
“  general,  recorder,  tnafter  of  the  rolls,  and  mafler  of  the 
“ '  requefts.”  But  Mr.  Cartwright  lay  concealed  among  his 
friends  till  an  opportunity  oflered  of  leaving  the  kingdom. 

The  Reverend  Mr.  Deering ,  reader  of  St.  Paul’s,  was 
alfo  fufpended  for  fome  trifling  words  fpoken  againft  the 
hierarchy  in  converfation ;  and  in  order  to  his  refloration 
was  obliged  to  fubferibe  four  articles,  viz.  To  the  fupre- 
macy,  to  the  39  articles',  to  the  book  of  common  prayer ;  and 
that  the  word  and  fcicraments  are  rightly  adminifered  in  the 
church  of  England;  which  he  did,  with  fome  few  exceptions. 
The  commillioners  then  examined  him  upon  fifteen  or  twenty 
articles  more,  of  which  thefe  were  fome: — 
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“  Whether  we  be  tied  by  God’s  word  to  the  order  and 
C£  ule  of  the  apoftles,  and  of  the  primitive  church,  in  all 
1 1  n^s  ?  Whether  nothing  may  be  in  the  church,  concern- 
“  ing  ceremonies  or  regimen,  but  only  that  which  Chrifl 
iiimielf  has  commanded  in  his  word?  Whether  every 
particular  parifh  church,  of  neceffity,  and  by  the  order 
cc  of  God’s  word,  ought  to  have  their  pallors,  elders,  and 
“  deacons,  chofen  by  the  people,  and  they  only  to  have  the 
cc  whole  government  of  the  church  in  ecclefiaflical  matters? 
u  W  hether  there  fhould  be  an  equality  among  the  minifters 
“  of  this  realm,  as  well  concerning  government  and  difci- 
“  pline,  as  the  miniflration  of  the  word  and  facraments? 
“  Whether  the  patrimony  of  the  church,  as  glebe  lands  and 
“  tithes ,  &c.  ought  to  be  taken  from  them?  Whether  the 
<c  prefent  minifters  of  the  church  of  England  are  true  mi- 
“  nifters,  and  their  adminiflrations  effeftual?  Whether  it 
“  be  more  agreeable  to  God's  word,  and  more  for  the  pro- 
cc  fit  of  the  church,  to  ufe  a  form  of  common  prayer;  or 
“  that  every  minifter  pray  publickly,  as  his  oven  fpirit  fhall 
dir  eft  him?  Whether  the  children  of  papifts  ought  to 
“  be  re-baptized?  Whether  an  ecclefiaftical  perfon  may 
“  have  more  livings  than  one?  Whether  a  minifter  of 
tc  Chrift  mayexercifea  civil  function  ?”§ 

The  reft  of  the  articles,  making  in  all  above  twenty,  were 
about  the  obligation  of  the  judicial  laws  of  Mofes,  and  the 
power  of  the  civil  magi  fir  ate  in  matters  of  religion .  To  all 
which  Mr.  Deering  gave  wife  and  modeft  anfwers,  yielding 
as  much  as  his  principles  and  the  nature  of  things  would 
admit;  but  being  called,  as  it  were,  before  an  inquifition, 
as  he  thought  himfelf  not  bound  to  be  his  own  accufer,  fo 
he  prayed  their  honours,  that  what  he  had  faid  might  not 
be  interpreted  to  his  prejudice;  yet  the  commiflioners  un- 
generoufly  took  advantage  of  his  anfwers,  and  deprived  him 
of  his  lefture. 

Mr.  Deering  appealed  from  the  commiflioners  to  the  coun¬ 
cil,  who  were  pleafed  to  reftore  him,  which  galled  the  arch- 
bifhop,  as  appears  by  his  letter  to  one  of  the  commiflioners, 
dated  July  6th,  1573?  in  which  are  thefe  words;  We 
u  jiave  fent  you  certain  articles  taken  out  of  Cartwright's 
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“  book,  by  the  council  propounded  to  Mr.  Deering,  with 
“  his  anfwers  to  the  fame;  and  alfo  a  copy  of  the  council’s 
“  letter  to  Mr.  Deering ,  to  reftore  him  to  his  former  reading 
u  and  preaching,  notwit hjlanding  our  advices  never  required 
“  thereunto.  Thefe  proceedings  puff  them  up  with  pride, 
“  make  the  people  hate  us,  and  magnify  them  with  great 
“  triumphing,  that  her  majefty  and  her  privy  council  have 

“  good  liking  of  this  new  building: - But  we  are  per- 

“  fuaded  her  majelly  has  no  liking  thereof,  howfoever  the 
“  matter  be  favoured  by  others.” 

Mr.  Deering  was  a  learned,  pious,  and  peaceable  non-con- 
formift;  his  printed  fermons  are  polite  and  nervous.  In  his 
letter  to  the  Lord  Treafurcr  Burleigh  on  this  occalion,  he  of¬ 
fered  to  ffiew,  before  any  body  of  learned  men,  the  difference 
between  bilhops  of  the  primitive  church,  and  thofe  of  the 

prefent  church  of  England,  in  the  following  particulars: _ 

Bilhops  and  minifters  then  were  in  one  degree,  now  they  are 
divers.  There  were  then  many  bilhops  in  one  town,  now 
there  is  but  one  in  a  whole  country.  No  bilhop’s  authority 

was  more  than  in  one  city,  but  now  it  is  in  many  lhires. _ 

Bilhops  then  ufed  no  bodily  punilhments,  now  they  imprifon, 
fine,  &c.  The  primitive  bilhops  could  not  excommunicate* 
or  abfolve,  merely  by  their  own  authority,  now  they  may.* 
Then,  without  confent  of  prelbyters,  they  could  make  no 
minifters,  now  they  do.  They  could  confirm  no  children 
in  other  parilhes,  they  do  now  in  many  lhires.  They  had 
then  but  one  living,  now  they  have  divers.  They  had 
neither  officials,  commiffaries,  nor  chancellors.  They  dealt 
in  no  civil  government  by  any  eftablillted  authority.*  ’  They 
had  no  right  to  alienate  any  parfonage,  or  let  it  in  leafe.  Then 
they  had  a  church  where  they  ferved  the  cure,  as  thofe  we 
call  parijh  priejis,  though  they  were  metropolitans  or  arch- 
bilhops;  fo  that  AmbroJ'e,  St.  Auftin,  and  others,  who  lived 
as  late  as  the  4th  or  5th  century,  and  were  called  bilhops, 
had  very  little  agreement  with  ours.  But  for  this  our  arch- 
bilhop  never  left  him  till  he  was  filenced  again  and  deprived. 

On  the  29th  of  Jan.  1573,  the  Reverend  Mr.  Arthur 
Wake ?  parfon  of  Great  Willing ,  value  iool.  a  year  3  Eufebius 
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Paget ,  parfon  of  Owld ,  iool.  a  year;  Thurjlon  Mofely , 
parfon  of  Hardingston,  40I.  a  year;  George  Gilder d,  parfon 
of  Collingtrowge ,  and  William  Dawfon ,  parfon  of  Wejlon- 
Favel ,  100  marks,  (all  in  the  diocefe  of  Peterborough ,  of 
which  Dr.  Scambler  was  bilhop,  and  < James  Ellis ,  L.  L.  D. 
chancellor,)  were  firft  fufpended  for  three  weeks,  and  then 
deprived  of  their  livings.  They  were  all  preachers;  four 
of  them  were  licenfed  by  the  univerfity  as  learned  and  reli¬ 
gious  divines,  and  three  of  them  had  been  moderators  in  the 
exercifes .  The  reafons  of  their  deprivation  were  not  for 
errors  in  do&rine,  or  depravity  of  life,  but  for  not  fubfcri- 
bing  two  forms  of  the  commiflioners’  devifmg,  one  called 
forma  promiffionis ,  the  other  forma  objurationis .  In  the  forma 
promijfionis  they  fwear  and  fubfcribe,  64  to  ufe  the  fervice  and 
“  common  prayer  book,  and  the  publick  form  of  admini- 
“  firation  of  facraments,  and  no  other;  that  they  will  ferve 
“  in  their  cures  according  to  the  rites,  orders,  forms  and  cere¬ 
monies  prefcribed;  and  that  they  will  not  hereafter  preach 
or  fpeak  any  thing  tending  to  the  derogation  of  the  faid 
44  book,  or  any  part  thereof,  remaining  authorized  by  the 
laws  and  ilatutes  of  this  realm.5’  In  the  forma  objurationis 
they  fubfcribe  and  proteft  upon  oath,  44  that  the  book  of 
C4  confecration  of  archbifhops  and  bifhops,  and  of  the  order¬ 
ing  of  deacons,  fet  forth  in  the  time  of  King  Edward  VI. 
44  and  confirmed  by  authority  of  parliament,  doth  contain  in 
cc  it  all  things  neceffary  for  fuch  confecration  and  ordering, 
44  having  in  it  nothing  that  is  either  fuperftitious  or  ungodly, 
44  according  to  their  judgment;  and  therefore  that  they 
44  which  be  confecrated  and  ordered  according  to  the  fame 
44  book,  be  duly,  orderly,  and  lawfully  ordained  and  confe- 
44  crated,  and  that  they  do  acknowledge  their  duty  and  obe- 
44  dience  to  their  ordinary  and  diocefan  as  to  a  lawful  ma- 
44  giftrate  under  the  Queen’s  majefty,  fo  fet  forth  as  the 
44  laws  and  Ilatutes  do  require;  which  obedience  they  do 
44  promile,  according  as  the  law^s  fhall  bind  them  to  perform. 
44  In  testimony  whereof  they  do  hereunto  fubfcribe  their 

44  names. 

The  minijlers  offered  to  ufe  the  book  of  common  prayer 
and  no  other;  and  not  to  preach  againft  the  fame  before  the 
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meeting  of  the  next  parliament;  but  apprehending  the  oath 
and  fubfcription  to  be  contrary  to  the  laws  of  God  and  the 
realm  they  appealed  to  the  Archbifhop  of  Canterbury ; 
who  denied  their  appeal. *  Hereupon  they  prelented  a  iup- 
plication  to  the  Queen,  and  another  to  the  parliament  but 
could  not  be  heard,  though  their  cafe  was  molt  companion¬ 
ate,  for  they  had  wives  and  large  families  of  children,  winch 
were  now  reduced  to  poverty  and  want,  fo  that  (as  t  ey 
fay  in  their  fupplication)  if  God  in  his  providence  does  not 

help  they  muff  beg.  .  . 

In  the  room  of  the  deprived  miniiteis  certain  ouhandijh 

men  fucceeded,  who  could  hardly  read  fo  as  to  be  underftood; 
the  people  were  left  untaught;  inftead  of  having  two  fer- 
mons  every  Lord’s  day,  there  was  now  but  one  in  a  quarter 
of  a  year,  and  for  the nn oil  part  not  that,  lhe  parifliioneis 
figned  petitions  to  the  bifliop  for  then  fount  1  pieacheis, 
but  to  no  purpofe;  they  mull  fwear  and  fub  *ci  ibe,  01  bo 

buried  in  filence. 

On  the  20th  of  September  1573,  the  Reverend  Mr. 
Robert  ^Johnj'on ,  already  mentioned,  fometime  domeftick 
chaplain  to  the  Lord-keeper  Bacon ,  now  parfon  ot  St.  Cle¬ 
ments  near  Temple-Bar ,  was  tried  at  Wejlminjlei -h±all  lor 
non-conformity  ;f  it  was  alledged  againll  him,  that  he  had 
married  without  the  ring ;  and  ttiat  he  had  baptifed  without 
the  crofs .  Mr.  Peirce ||  lays,  he  was  alio  accufed  of  a  mifde- 
meanor,  becaufe  when  once  he  was  adminiilering  the  la- 
crament,  the  wine  falling  fhort,  he  fent  for  more,  but  did 
not  ccnfecrate  it  afrefli,  accounting  the  former  confecration 
fufficient  for  what  was  to  be  applied  to  the  fame  ufe;  nut 
nothing  of  this  kind  appears  in  his  two  indi&ments  which 
are  now  before  me,  with  the  names  of  all  the  witneffes;  but 
for  the  other  offences,  viz.  for  omitting  thefe  words  in  the 
office  of  baptifm,  “  I  receive  this  child  into  the  congregation 
“  of  Chrift’s  flock,  and  do  fign  him  wTith  the  fign  of  the 
«  crofs,  in  token”  &c.  And  for  omitting  thefe  words  in 
the  marrying  of  Leonard  Morris  ws\&.  Agnes  Miles ,  With 

this  ring  I  thee  wed,  with  my  body  I  thee  worfliip,  and 
u  with  all  my  worldly  goods  I  thee  endow,  in  the  name  of 
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fl.*6  Fat,u-r’”  &c;  and  for  refufing  to  fubfcribe,  he  was 

up  in  clofe  pnfon  for  feven  weeks,  till  he  died  in  o-reat 
poverty  and  want.  G  Lat 

The  forms  of  fubfcription  varied  in  the  feveral  diocefes, 
thougn  the  ufual  fubfcription  and  proteflation  for  fuch  ckr- 
gymen  as  were  cited  before  the  commiftoners  for  non-con- 
f enmity,-  was  this:  “  I  promife  unfeignedly  by  thefe  pre- 
<£  ftn£*>  a“d  fubfcribe  with  my  hand,  that  I  will  teach  the 
word  of  God  foberly  fmcerely  and  truly,  according  to 
the  doftrine  eftabhfhed  by  law,  without  moving  unne- 
cedary  contentions;  and  that  I  will  never  fuffer  any 
perfon  to  ufe  my  licence  of  preaching,  by  rafing  out  the 
name,  or  abufing  the  feal;  and  that  I  will  deliver  up  my 

“  I  had  k  ”em§  f°  rCqUired  by  that  authorit7  from  whence 

£c  7  1  acknowledge  the  book  of  articles  agreed  on  in  the 
££  iynod  or  1563,  and  confirmed  by  the  Queen,  to  be  found, 
and  agreeable  to  the  word  of  God.  That  the  Queen’s 
"  maieft7  ,is  ^Prone  governor  of  the  church  of  England 
££  “xt  under thrift  as  well  in  ecclefiaflical  as  in  civil  caufes. 

I  bat  in  the  book  of  common  prayer  there  is  nothing 
evil,  or  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God,  and  that  it  may 
be  weil  ufed  in  this  our  chriftian  church  of  England 
“  That  as  the  publick  preaching  of  the  word  in  the  church 
of  England ,  is  found  and  fincere,  fo  the  publick  order  of 
^  ndminiflration  of  facraments,  is  confonant  to  the  word 
“  °f  God.  And  whereas  I  have  in  publick  prayer,  and  ad- 
“  niiniff  ration  of  facraments,  neglected  and  omitted  the  order 
by  publick  authoi  ity  let  down,  following  my  own  fancy 
<{  *n  alter  . ng,  adding,  or  omitting  of  the  "fame,  not  ufing 
fucii  rites  as  by  law  and  order  are  appointed;  I  acknow- 
“  ledge  my  fault  therein,  and  am  forry  for  it,  and  humbly 
“  Pray  pardon  for  that  diforder.  And  here  I  do  fubmit 
my (c  1 1  to  the  or.ier  and  rites  let  down;  and  1  do  promife 
“  that  I  will  from  henceforth,  in  publick  prayer,  and  admi- 
ec  niftration  of  the  facraments,  ufe  and  obferve  the  fame. 

“  rhhe  which  f  do  prefently  and  willingly  teflify  with  the  fob- 
“  feription  of  mine  own  hand.” 
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But  this  not  reaching  the  laity,  many  of  whom  deferred 
heir  own  pariih  churches,  and  went  to  hear  the  non-con- 
ormifts,  the  comniiffioners  framed  the  following  fubfcription 
for  fuch  of  them  as  fhouldbe  prefented  as  defaulters: 

i6  I  acknowledge  the  Queen’s  majefly  to  be  chief  governor 
66  of  the  church  of  England  under  Cdirift.  I  hat  in  tne 
cc  booh  of  common  prayer  there  is  nothing  repugnant  to  the 
66  word  of  Ood.  1  hat  as  the  publick  preaching  in  this 
church  of  England  is  found,  fo  the  publick  adminiffration 
«  of  the  facraments  is  conforiant  to  the  word  of  God.  And 
cc  whereas  I  have  abfented  my  fell  from  my  panfh  churcn, 
cc  and  have  refuted  to  join  with  the  congregation  in  publick 
“  prayer,  and  in  receiving  the  facrament,  according  to  the 
cc  publick  order  fet  down,  and  my  duty  in  that  behalf,  I  am 
right  forry  for  it,  and  pray  that  this  my  fault  may  be  par- 
66  doned;  and  do  promife,  that  from  henceforth  1  will  fre- 
u  quent  my  par ifh  church,  and  join  with  the  congregation 
“  there,  as  well  in  prayer  as  in  the  adminiffration  of  the 
facraments,  according  to  fuch  order  as  by  publick  autho- 
“  rity  is  fet  down  and  eftablifhed ;  and  to  witnefs  this  my 
“  promife  I  do  hereunto  willingly  fubferibe  my  name.”§ 

The  officers  of  the  fpiritual  courts  planted  their  fpies  in 
all  fufpefted  parifhes,  to  make  obfervation  of  thole  who 
came  not  to  church,  and  caufe  them  to  be  fummoned  into 
the  Commons ,  where  they  were  punifned  at  pleafure. — 
The  keepers  were  charged  to  take  notice  of  fuch  as  came 
to  vifit  the  prifoners,  or  bring  them  relief;  and  upon  notice 
given,  fpies  ‘were  fet  upon  them  to  bring  them  into  trouble. 
Complaints  have  been  made  of  their  rude  language  to  the 
bifhops,  and  the  reft  of  the  commiffioners;  and  it  is  poflible 
that  their  lordly  behaviour,  and  arbitrary  proceedings,  might 
fometimes  make  their  paffions  overflow.  OppreJJlon  will  make 
a  wife  man  mad .  But  I  have  the  examinations  of  feveral 
before  me,  in  which  nothing  of  this  kind  appears.  On  . 
the  other  hand,  it  is  certain  the  conduftof  the  commifTioners 
was  high  and  imperious;  their  under  officers  were  ravenous, 
and  greedy  of  gain;  the  fees  of  the  court  were  exorbitant,* 
fo  that  if  an  honefl  puritan  fell  into  their  hands  he  was  fure 
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ofbthefcuf“b.ef0re  hC  ™  cleared 

Not- 

2c  KESr.  SSJUX  s  tZTSs  '*« 

S?  haf:.^“  -aRd  tofred  from  one  prifon  to  another  comr'rvtn 

la.  and  jufuce,  only  for  not  frequenting  his  parifh  church  r;  ° 

Y"  t  ^  ck 

R^.  -ft! ;  Mr.  Gerard ;  the  Z>*«#  o/  Wefiminjier ;  the  Sheriff  of  T  l j 
ft  m  e„ri  ./A  JW  (Uf  cih™  had ¥«» 

'“"s11 >1™.  »h«  M.  wip  SS; 

f  C.J.  Who  is  this? 

M  rjitc.'  If  bite,  an’t  pleafe  your  honour. 

L.  C.J,  White,  as  black  as  the  devil. 
f^'V  Not  f°c  raj  lord;  one  of  God’s  children. 

in',  MWP  iV1T  W  nf  come  t0  yonr  parilh  church? 

^  ‘Cld»  *  43d  u‘e  t0  frequent  mv  parilh  church  before  mv 
ti  oubies,  ana  procured  feveral  godly  men  to  preach  there,  as  well  as  in 

oth.r  places  of  preaching  and  prayer;  and  lince  my  troubles  I  have  not 
frequented  any  private  affembhes,  but  as  I  have  had  leave  and  liberty  have 
gone  to  my  parilh  church;  and  therefore  thofe  that  prefented  ml  have 

2“.ir  i  ™1‘7>  Tf,;r  °f  -**•  rrocrfaiSn 

«  io'he  ‘‘  "  y"  “f  di“ 

W!?e>  '  T  Yr  bTVt  n0t  ufual!y  fre<luented  your  O’lvn  parilh  church. 
JJJ”  1  a  l0W  1  have  more  ufed  other  P^ces,  where  I  was  better 

j  *'er'  ^  ^ien  y°nr  prefentment  is  in  part  true  ? 

to  my  parilfYchurch.1  y°'"’  ^  1  ““  Prefented  for  «<*  coming  at  all 
Gey  Will  you  then  come  to  prayers  when  there  is  no  fermon  ? 

.  vYn  •  1  uW°U  C  avo,d, thoie  thm^  that  are  an  offence  to  me  and  others 
r,'1.  d3ltulb  ^  peace  of  the  church;  however,  I  crave  the  liberty  of  a 
faoiefr  and  if  1  !o  not  publickly  frequent  both  preaching,  prayeY,  and 
the  facraments,  deal  with  me  accordingly.  6  F  ’  “u 

Dean  of  Weft  What  fault  find  you  in  the  common  prayer? 

' ,  Wh'te‘  Le[tlleml  anfwer  to  whom  it  appertains;  for  beine  in  prifon 
mmoda  year  about  thefe  matters,  I  was  upon  a  fratute  relating  to  that  book 

Mr! Ws!  Came  t0  llbCrty  alm°ft  °UtWd’  ^  worfitit 
thcf?armm*ts?What  ^  y°°  t0  Sround  y°ur  confcience  againll 

"*  f°'  "'W  idolatry, 

’le^e  things  never  ferved  to  idolatry. 

lfm!e'  though ;  they  are  the  fame  which  heretofore  were  ufed  to  that 
purpoie. 

Mcrft.  Req,  Where  is  the  place  where  thefe  are  forbidden? 

White. 
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Notwithftanding  die  dangers  already  mentioned,  “  People 
“  reforted  to  the  iuffering  puritans  in  prifon,  as  in  popery 
“  they  were  wont  to  run  on  pilgrimage:  (They  are  the 

«  billiop  of  London ’s  words.)  Some  aldermen,  and  feveral 

“  wealthy 


White.  In  Deuteronomy ,  and  other  places,  the  Lfraelites  are  commanded, 
not  only  to  deftroy "the  altars,  groves,  and  images,  with  all  thereto  belong¬ 
ing,  but  alfo  to  abolifh  the  very  names;  and  God  by  Ij'aiah  commandeth 
not  to  pollute  ourfelves  with  the  garments  of  the  image,  but  to  call  it  away 
as  a  menftruous  clout. 

Maft.  Rolls.  Thefe  are  no  part  of  idolatry,  but  are  commanded  by 
the  prince  for  civil  order,  and  if  you  will  not  be  ordered  you  fhew  your- 
felf  difobedient  to  the  laws. 

White.  1  would  not  willingly  difobey  any  law,  only  I  would  avoid 
thofe  things  that  are  not  warranted  by  the  word  of  God. 

Maft.  Req.  Thefe  things  are  commanded  by  ad  of  parliament,  and 
in  difobeying  the  laws  of  your  country*  you  difobey  God. 

White.  I  do  it  not  of  contempt  but  of  confcience ;  in  all  other  things 
I  am  an  obedient  fubjed. 

L.C.  J.  Thou  art  a  contemptuous  fellow,  and  wilt  obey  no  laws. 

White.  Not  fo,  my  lord,  I  do  and  will  obey  laws,  and  therefore  re- 
fufing  but  a  ceremony  out  of  confcience,  and  not  refufing  the  penalty  for 
the  fame,  I  reft  ftill  a  true  fubjed. 

L.  C.J.  The  Queen’s  majefty  was  over-feen  not  to  make  you  of  her 
council,  to  make  laws  and  orders  for  religion. 

White.  Not  fo,  my  lord ;  I  am  to  obey  laws  warranted  by  God’s  word. 

L.  C.  y.  Do  the  Queen’s  law  command  any  thing  againft  God’s  word? 

White .  I  do  not  fo  fay,  my  lord. 

L .  C.  y.  Yes,  marry  do  you,  and  there  I  will  hold  you. 

White.  Only  God  and  his  laws  are  abfolutely  perfed:  All  men  and 
their  laws  may  err. 

L.  C.  y.  This  is  one  of  Shaw's  darlings;  I  tell  thee  what,  I  will  not 
fay  any  thing  of  affedion,  for  I  know  thee  not,  ftiving  by  this  occafion ; 
thou  art  the  wickedeft,  and  moft  contemptuous  perfon,  that  has  come  before 
me,  ftnee  I  fat  in  this  commiftion. 

White.  Not  fo,  my  lord,  my  confcience  witneffeth  otherwife. 

Majl.  Req.  What  if  the  Queen  fhould  command  to  wear  a  grey  frize 
gown,  would  you  come  to  church  then? 

White.  That  were  more  tolerable,  than  that  God’s  minifters  ftiould 
wear  the  habit  of  his  enemies. 

L.C.  y.  How,  if  Ihe  fhould  command  to  wear  a  fool’s  coat  and  a 
cock’s  comb  ? 

White.  That  were  very  unfeemly,  my  lord,  for  God’s  minifters. 

Dean  Weft.  You  will  not  then  be  obedient  to  the  Queen’s  commands 5 

White.  I  would  only  avoid  thofe  things  that  have  no  warrant  in  the  word 
of  God,  that  are  neither  decent  nor  edifying,  but  flatly  the  contrary,  and 

jecondemned  by  the  foreign  reformed  churches. 

L.C.  J.  You  would  have  no  laws. 
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wealthy  citizens,  gave  them  great  and  flout  countenances 
and  perfuaded  others  to  do  the  like.”  * 

Separate  communions  were  eflablifhed,  where  the  facra- 
ment  of  the  Lord’s  fupper  was  adminiflered  privately,  after 

the 

White.  If  there  were  no  laws,  I  would  live  a  Chriftian  and  do  no  wrong  • 
if  I  received  any,  fo  it  were.  15  ’ 

■C*  C.  J*  Thou  art  a  rebel. 

White .  Not  fo,  my  lord,  a  true  fubjedh 

,  L’Cyjr  Yfa’  1  hy  God’  thou  art  a very  rebel ;  for  thou  would!* 
oraw  thy  fword,  and  lift  up  thy  hand  again!*  thy  prince,  if  time  ferved. 

j  hlte'  .  *  thank  God,  my  heart  ftandeth  right  towards  God 

and  my  prince;  and  God  will  not  condemn,  though  yo^r  honour  hath  fo 
judged. 

L.C.J .  Take  him  away.  / 

x  mJie‘  , X-  WOuld  fpeak  a  word  which  1  lure  will  offend,  and  yet 
J  mull  fpeak  it;  1  heard  the  name  of  God  taken  in  vain;  if  I  had  done  it 
it  had  been  a  greater  offence  than  that  which  I  fhand  Jr  ere  for. 

Ger.  White ,  White ,  you  don’t  behave  yourfelf  well. 

White.  I  pray  your  worfhip,  fhew  me  wherein,  and  I  will  be?  pardon 
and  amend  it.  &  r 

L.C.J.  I  may  fwear  in  a  matter  of  charity. 

White.  There  is  no  fuch  occafion;  but  becaufe  it  is  bruited,  that  at  my 
laft  being  before  you,  I  denied  the  fupremacy  of  my  prince,  I  defire  your 
honours  and  njjorfnips,  with  all  that  be  prefent,  to  bear  witnefs,  that  I  ac¬ 
knowledge  her  majefty  the  chief  governor,  next  under  Chrift,  over  all 
perfons  and  caufes  within  her  dominions,  and  to  this  I  will  fubfcribe.  '  I 
acknowledge  tne  book  of  articles,  and  the  book  of  common  prayer,  as  far  as 
they  agree  with  the  word  of  God.  I  acknowledge  the  hibftance  of  the 
doftrine  and  facraments  of  the  church  to  be  found  and  fmcere;  and  fo  I  do 
of  rites  and  orders,  as  far  as  they  agree  with  the  word  of  God. 

Dean  of  Weft.  You  will  not  then  allow,  that  all  things  in  the  book  of 
common  prayer  are  taken  out  of  the  word  of  God? 

.  White.  Though  they  fhould  be  fo,  yet  being  done  by  man,  I  cannot 
give  them  the  fame  warrant  as  to  the  writings  of  the  Holy  Ghoft 
L.C.J.  Take  him  away.  7 

White.  I  would  to  the  Lord  Jefus,  that  my  two  years  imprifonment 
might  be  a  means  of  having  thefe  matters  fairly  decided  by  the  word  of 
God,  and  the  judgment  of  other  reformed  churches. 

L.  C.  J.  You  fhall  be  committed,  I  warrant  you. 

White.  Pray,  my  lord,  let  me  have  juftice;  I  am  unjuflly  committed; 

I  defire  a  copy  of  my  prefentment. 

L.C.J.  You  fhall  have  your  head  from  your  fhoulders;  have  him  to 
the  Gate-houfe. 

White.  I  pray  you  to  commit  me  to  feme  prifon  in  London,  that  I  may 
be  near  my  houfe. 

L.C.J.  No,  fir,  you  fhall  go  thither. 

White.  I  have  paid  fines  and  fees  in  other  prifons;  fend  me  not  where  I 
fhall  pay  them  over  again. 

L.C.J . 
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the  manner  of  the  foreign  reformed  churches;  and  thofe 
who  joined  with  them,  according  to  Archbilhop  Parker, 
figned  the  following  protestation: — 

«  Being  thoroughly  perfuaded  in  my  confcience,  by  the  working 
iC  and  by  the  word  of  the  Almighty ,  that  thefe  relicks  of  Antichrid 
<c  are  abominable  before  the  Lord*our  God ;  and  alfo,  for  that  by 
u  the  power,  mercy,  drength,  and  goodnels  ot  the  Lord  our  God 
«  only,  I  am  efcaped  from  the  filthinefs  and  pollution  of  thefe  de- 
“  teftable  traditions,  through  the  knowledge  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour 
cc  Jefus  Chrid:  And  lad  of  all,  in  as  much  as  by  the  working  alfo 
u  of  the  Lord  Jefus  his  holy  fpirit,  I  have  joined  in  prayer  and 
cc  hearing  God’s  word,  with  thofe  that  have  not  yielded  to  this  ido- 
“  latrous  trajh ,  notwithdanding  the  danger  for  not  coming  to  my 
paridi  church,  &c.  Therefore  I  come  not  back  again  to  the  preach- 
u  ing  of  them  that  have  received  thefe  marks  of  th G.RomiJh  bead, 

“  Becaufe  of  God’s  commandment  to  go  forward  to  perfection. 
cc  Heh .  vi.  1.  2.  Cor .  vii.  1.  Pfalm  Ixxxiv.  1.  Ephef.  iv.  15.  Alfo  to 
a  avoid  them.  Rom.xv i.  17.  Ephef.  v.  ii.  1  Lhefj.v.  22. 

u  Becaufe  they  are  an  abomination  before  the  Lord  our  God. 
“  Deut.  xxvii.  25,  26.  and  xiii.  17.  Ezek.  xiv.  6. 

u  I  will  not  beautify  with  my  prefence  thofe  filthy  rags,  which 
<c  bring  the  heavenly  word  of  the  eternal  our  Lord  God  into 
a  bondage,  fubjeclion  and  davery. 

u  Becaufe  I  would  not  communicate  with  other  men’s  fins.  John  ii. 
*c  9,  10,  1 1.  1  Cor.  vi.  17.  Touch  no  unclean  thing,  &c.  Sirach  xiii.  1. 

u  They  give  offence  both  to  preacher  and  hearers.  Rom.xv i.  17. 
a  Luke  xvii.  1. 

u  They  glad  and  drengthen  the  papids  in  their  errors,  and  grieve 
a  the  godly.  Ezek.  xiii.  21,  22.  [Note  this  n\ft  verfe.] 

tc  They  do  perfecute  our  Saviour  jefus  Chrid  in  his  members. 
“  Acts  ix.  4,  5.  2  Cor.  i.  5.  Alfo  they  reject  and  defpife  our  Lord 

L.  C.J.  Yes,  marry  fhall  you:  This  is  your  glory. 

IE hite .  I  deiire  no  fuch  glory. 

L.C.J.  It  will  coftyou  twenty  pounds,  f  warrant  you,  before  you  come  out. 
White.  God’s  will  be  done. 

Thefe  feverities  againft  zealous  protefiants,  of  pious  and  fober  lives,  railed 
the  companion  of  the  common  people,  and  brought  them  over  to  their  in- 
terefts.  “  It  was  a  great  grief  to  the  archbilhop,  (fays  Mr.  Strype )  and  to 
“  °ffer  good  bilhops,.  to  fee  perfons  going  off  froin  the  firft  eitabUfhment 
<f  of  the  proteftant  religion  among  us,  making  as  if  the  fervice  book  was 
e(  unlawful,  and  the  ecclefialtical  ilate  andchriflian;  and  labouring  to  fet 

up  another  government  and  difeipline - ”  But  who  drove  them  to 

thefe  extremities?  Why  were  not  a  few  amendments  in  the  liturgy  yielded 
to  at  fir  ft,  whereby  confcientious  men  might  have  been  made  eafy ;  or 
liberty  given  them  to  worfhip  God  in  their  own  way? 


“  and 


2^4  '  the  history  chap.  V, 

<c  and  Saviour  Jefus  Chrift.  Lukex.  16.  Moreover,  thofe  labourer. s9 
H  who  at  the  prayer  of  the  faithful,  the  Lord  hath  fent  forth  into 
“  his  harveft,  they  refufe  and  alfo  reject.  Matth.  ix.  38. 

u  Thefe  popifh  garments  are  now  become  very  idols  indeed,  be- 
<c  caufe  they  are  exalted  above  the  word  of  the  Almighty. 

“  I  come  not  to  them  becaufe  they  fhould  be  afhamed,  and  fo 
<c  leave  their  idolatrous  garments,  &c,  *  TheJ, ]  iii.  14.  If  my  man 
4C  obey  not  our  fayings ,  note  him . 

“  Moreover,  1  have  now  joined  myfelf  to  the  church  of  Chrift, 
wherein  I  have  yielded  myfelf  fubjecft  to  the  difcipline  of  God’s 
<c  word,  as  I  prornifed  at  my  baptifm,  which  if  I  fhould  now  again 
cc  forfake,  and  join  myfelf  with  their  traditions,  I  fhould  forfake  the 
a  union  wherein  I  am  knit  to  the  body  of  Chrift,  and  join  myfelf 
<c  to  the  difcipline  of  Antichrift;  for  in  the  church  of  the  tradition. - 
a  aries  there  is  no  other  difcipline  than  that  which  has  been  main- 
a  tained  by  the  antichriftian  pope  of  Rome ,  whereby  the  church 
of  God  has  always  been  aift idled,  and  is  until  this  day,  for  the 
“  which  caufe  I  refufe  them. 

u  God  give  us  grace  ftill  to  ftrive  in  fuffering  under  the  crofs, 
4C  that  the  blefled  word  of  our  God  may  only  rule,  and  have  the 
<c  higheft  place,  to  caft  down  Jlrong  holds ,  to  deflroy  or  overthrow  policy , 
cc  or  imaginations ,  and  every  high  thing  that  is  exalted  againft  the 
cc  knowledge  of  God ,  and  to  bring  into  captivity  or  fubjeflion ,  every 
<c  thought  to  the  obedience  of  Chrift .  2  Cor.  x.  4,  5.  That  the  name 
cc  and  word  of  the  eternal  our  Lord  God  may  be  exalted ,  and  mag - 
cc  nified  above  all  things .  Ffalm.  viii.  2.  Finis.*” 

To  this  proteftation  the  congregation  did  feverally  fwear, 
and  then  received  the  communion  for  the  ratification  of  their 
afifent;  if  we  may  believe  the  relation  of  Archbifiiop  Parker , 
who  wrote  this  laft  paragraph  with  his  own  hand;  though 
his  grace  had  not  always  the  belt  information,  nor  was  fuffi- 
ciently  careful  to  diftinguifh  between  fubfcribing  and f wearing . 

Sundry  non-conformifts,  who  were  willing  to  be  at  eafe, 
and  avoid  the  hazard  of  perfecution,  took  fhelter  in  the 
French  and  Dutch  churches,  and  joined  themfelves  to  their 
communion:  There  were  not  many  of  this  fort,  becaufe 
they  underftood  not  their  language.  But  the  Queen  and 
council  had  their  eye  upon  them,  and  refolved  to  drive  them 
from  this  flielter;  for  this  purpofe  a  letter  was  written  from 
the  council  board,  to  the  minifters  and  elders  of  the  Dutch 
church  in  London ,  bearing  date  April  1573,  *n  which 

*  Life  of  Parker,  p«  435* 
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tliev  fav  “  That  they  were  not  ignorant,  that  from  the 
«  beginning  of  the  chriftian  religion  various  churches  had 
“  various  and  divers  rites  and  ceremonies;  that  m-.their  fer- 
ct  viCe  and  devotions  lom e  flood,  (ome  kneeled,  and  others 
«  lav  proftrdte ,  and  yet  the  piety  and  religion  was  the  lame, 

«  if  they  directed  their  prayers  to  the  true  God,  without 
46  impiety  and  fuperftition.  lliey  added  furthei,  that  they 
«  contemned  not  their  rites;  nay,  that  they  approved  their 
ceremonies  as  fit  and  convenient  for  them ,  and  that  hate 
“  whence  they  fprang.  They  txpefted  therefore,  that  their 
«  congregation  Ihould  not  defpife  the  cuftoms  of  the  Englijh 

«  church*  nor  do  any  thing  that  might  create  a  fufpicion 
«  0f  difturbing  its  peace;  and  in  particular,  that  they  Jhould 
w  t  }iq$  receive  into  their  communion  any  oj  this  realm  that  oftc 1  c el 
«  to  join  with  them ,  and  leave  the  cuftoms  and  practice  of 
*e  their  native  country,  left  the  Queen  Jhould  be  moved  to 

«  banijh  them  out  of  the  kingdom. ' 

Endeavours  had  been  ufed  to  bring  thefe  churches  under 
the  jurifdiflion  or  fuperintendency  of  the  bifhop  of  the 
diocefe  for  the  time  being;  but  they  pleaded  their  charter, 
and  that  Grindal,  while  bilhop  of  London,  was  their  fuperin- 
tendant  only  by  their  own  confent;  however,  a  quarrel  hap¬ 
pening  fometime  after  in  the  Dutch  church  at  Norwich,  the 
Queen’s  commijjioncrs  interpofed;  and  becaufe  the  elders 
refufed  to  own  their  jurifdiction,  they  banilhed  all  their  three 
minifters;  which  ftruck  fucli  a  terror  into  thofe  of  London ,  that 
when  they  received  the  council’s  letter  they  were  perfectly 
fubmiffive,  and  after  returning  thanks  for  their  own  liber¬ 
ties,  they  promifed  to  expel  all  fuch  out  of  their  church; 
and  for  the  future  not  to  receive  any  Englijh,  who  from 
fuch  principles  Ihould  feparate  themfelves  from  the  cuftoms 
of  their  own  country.  j| 

Gualter ,  Bullinger,  and  other  foreign  divines,  again  this 
year  addreffed  the  hilltops  their  correfpondents  for  mode¬ 
ration,  but  nothing  could  be  obtained;  oniy  Parkhurfi , 
bilhop  of  Norwich,  lamented  the  cafe,  and  wiihed  to  God, 
that  all  the  Englijh  people  would  follow  the  church  of 
Zurich,  as  the  molt  abfolute  pattern.  “  The  papifts  (lays 
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ftrce  fHUP?HirCf?S’  While  I,rotcft;!nts  Walk  about  the 
b  eets  dtjefted  and  forrowftd;  for  at  this  time  there  are 

«  fm  ! '  CW|  Pp'lcners  t^iat  have  laid  down  their  cures  of 
«  J°S’  anf  kft  rthe™  to  fco!s  and  idiots,  and  that  for  this 
reafon,  becaufe  they  would  not  ufe  the  linen  garment 
called  a  furphce  New  and  fevere  edifts  are  lately  pub 

u  S  c ona§ai  Ch  aS  rTefllfe  t0  °bferve  0Ur  cerenH>nies : 
God  give  a  good  nine,  and  have  mercy  upon  all 

The prophefyings  of  the  clergy,  begun  in  the  year  icy  1 

r3//?7  CnS  t/me  ^074]  fPread  into  the  dioccfes  of  York 
Chefter  Durham ,  and  Ely,  the  bifiiop  of  London  fet  them 

up  m  fcveral  parts  of  his  diocefe;  as  did  moft  of  the  other 

oil  hops.  T  he  clergy  were  divided  into  clafjes,  or  afociations 

under  a  moderator  appointed  by  thebilhop;  their  meetings 

At  ere  once  a  fortnight;  the  people  were  prefent  at  the-fer- 
mon;  and  after  they  were  difmifled,  the  members  of  the 
ai  ociation  whofe  names  were  fubferibed  in  a  book,  cenfured 
the  performance.  1’hefe  exercifes  were  of  great  fervice  to 
ex  pole  the  errors  of  popery,  and  fpread  the  knowledge  of 
the  lcriptures  among  the  people. 

Em  the  Queen  was  told  by  the  archbilhop,  that  they  were 
no  better  than  feminaries  of  puritanifm;*  that  the  more 
averfe  the  people  were  to  popery,  the  more  they  were  in 
dangei  of  non-conformity:  That  thefe  exercifes  tended  to 
popularity,  and  made  the  people  fo  inquifitive,  that  they 
tvould  not  fubmit  to  the  orders  of  their  fuperiors,  as  they 
ought.  _  It  was  faid  further,  that  forne  of  the  minijlers  difufed 
t.ie  habits,  and  difeourfed  on  church  difeipline;  and  that 
Oiliers  were  too  forward  to  fhew  their  abilities,  to  the  dif* 
couragement  of  honeft  men  of  lower  capacities;  and  that 
all  this  was  notorious  in  the  diocefe  of  Norwich.  Hereupon 
the  Queen  gave  the  archbifhop  private  orders  to  put  them 
down  everywhere,  and  to  begin  with  Norwich ;  his  grace 
accordingly  wrote  to  Matchet ,  one  of  the  chaplains  in  that 
>  1  ec!  him  to  repair  to  his  ordinary ,  and  fhew 

him,  how  tne-  Queen  had  willed  him  to  fupprefs  thofe  vain 
i Prophefyings ;  and  that  thereupon  hefhould  require  the  faid 
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ordinary  ^  in  her  majcfly  s  name,  immediately  to  difchargc 

them  from  any  further  luch  doings. 

This  was  very  unacceptable  news  to  the  good  old  biihop, 
who  taking  hold  of  the  word  vain ,  wiote  to  tile  arclibifhop5 
defiring  to  be  refolved,  whether  lie  meant  thereby  the  abufe , 
or  fome  vain  fpeeches  ufed  in  fome  of  thefe  conferences;  or 
in  general,  the  whole  order  of  thole  exercifes?  of  which  he 
freely  declared  his  own  approbation,  faying,  cc  1  hat  they 
“  had,  and  hill  did  bring  fmgular  benefit  to  the  church  of 
“  God,  as  well  in  the  clergy  as  in  the  laity,  and  were  right 

neceffary  exercifes  to  be  continued,  fo  the  fame  wei  e  not 
44  abufed,  as  indeed  they  had  not  been,  unlefs  in  one  or  two 
44  places  at  the  moft;  whereof  after  he  had  knowledge  he 
64  wrote  an  earneft  letter  to  his  chancellor,  that  luch  per- 
^4  fons  as  were  over-bufy  fpeakers  fhould  be  put  to  filence, 
44  unlefs  they  would  fubicribe  to  the  articles  of  conformity 
44  in  religion,  or  elfe  promife  not  to  intermeddle  with  any 
44  matter  eltablifhed  and  commanded  by  her  majefly;  which 
44  was  performed  accordingly,  fince  which  time  he  had  not 
44  heard,  but  all  things  had  fucceeded  quietly  without  offence 
44  to  any.” 

The  archbifhop  was  vexed  at  this  letter,  and  wrote  back 
to  his  chaplain,  “  That  it  was  one  of  his  old  griefs ,  that 
44  this  bifliop  had  {hewn  his  letter  to  his  friends,  who  had 
44  eluded  its  true  meaning,  by  handing  upon  the  word  vain. 
44  It  is  pity ,  fays  he,  that  we  fhould  fhew  any  vanity  in  our 
44  obedience  ”  '  In  the  mean  time  the  Bifliop  of  Norwich  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  privy  council,  who  knew  nothing  of  this  affair; 
but  were  furprized  at  the  archbifhop’ s  order,  and  gave  his 
lordfhip  inftruftions  to  uphold  the prophefyings.  Their  letter 
was  as  follows: 

44  SALUTE M  in  Chrifo .  Whereas  we  underftand  that  there  are 
44  certain  good  exercifes  of  prophefyings ,  and  expounding  of  feriptures 
4C  in  Norfolk ,  as  namely,  at  'Holt  town,  and  other  places,  whereby 
44  both  fpeakers  and  hearers  do  profit  much,  in  the  knowledge  of 
44  of  the  word  of  God.  And  whereas  fome  not  well  minded  to- 
44  wards  true  religion,  and  the  knowledge  of  God,  fpeak  evil  and 
44  flanderoufiy  of  thefe  exercifes,  as  commonfy  they  uled  to  do 
44  againft  the  fincere  preaching  of  God’s  holy  word:  Thefe  are  to 
44  require  your  lordfhip,  that  fo  long  as  the  truth  is  godly  and  reve- 

44  rently 
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«  rcn,tlyvuttered, 111  tneir  prophefyings ,  and  that  no  feditious,  heretical. 
tc  °,r  doctrine,  teiKiing  to  the  difhirbance  of  the  peace  of 

cc  Ve  Trd\ Can  provec*  10  taught  or  maintained  in  the  fame* 

<c  u  u-  °.S°  ,  an  heIp  and  means  to  further  brue  religion  may  not 
be  hindered  and  hayed,  but  may  proceed  and  go  forward  to  God’s 

glory,  and  the  edifying  of  the  people.  Thus  not  doubtino- of 
your  torwardnefs  herein,  your  office  and  calling  dutifully  requi- 

“  ring  the  fame  at  your  hands,  we  bid  your  lordfhip  right  heartily 
w  rare  well.*  °  7 


From  London ,  this 
6th  of  May, 

I5  74' 


\  our  lordfhi p’s  loving  friends, 


T.  Smith , 

JVa.  Mildmay , 


Edwin  bp.  London , 
Fran .  Knotty  s.” 


The  archbijhcp  was  furprifed  to  fee  his  orders  counter¬ 
manded  by  the  privy  council;  but  his  grace  took  no  notice 
of  it  to  them,  only  acquainting  the  queen  with  it;  by  whofc 
direction  he  wrote  again  to  the  biihop;  that  whereas  he  un¬ 
derhood  he  had  received  letters  from  the  council  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  prophefyings,  contrary  to  the  Queen’s  exprefs 
command,  he  defired  to  know,  what  warrant  they  had  given 
him  for  their  proceedings :  Upon  this  the  hilltop  of  Norwich 
wrote  back  to  the  biihop  of  London ,  who  was  one  of  thofe 
that  had  figned  the  letter,  for  advice;  but  his  lordlhip  and 
the  council  were  afraid  to  meddle  any  further. 

Parker,  being  thus  fupported  by  the  Queen,  wrote  again 
to  Norwich,  commanding  the  biihop  peremptorily  to  obey 
the  Queen’s  orders,  upon  pain  of  her  majefty’s  high  dif- 
pleafure;  and  advifed  him  not  to  be  led  by  fantaftical  folk, 
nor  take  fuch  young  men  into  his  counfels,  who,  when  they 
had  brought  him  into  danger,  could  not  bring  him  out  of  it. 
Of  my  care  I  have  for  you  and  the  diocefe  (fays  the  archbilhop) 
I  write  thus  much  A 

Upon  this  the  good  old  hilltop  fubmitted,  and  wrote  to  his 

chancellor  from  Luaham ,  June  the  7th,  <£ - Whereas, 

“  by  the  receipt  of  my  lord  of  Canterbury’ s  letter,  I  am  com- 
“  manded  by  him,  in  the  Queen  her  majelty’s  name,  that 
“  the  prophefyings  throughout  my  diocefe  Ihould  be  fup- 
“  prelied,  thefe  ase  therefore  to  will  you,  that  as  conveniently 
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4C  as  you  may,  you  give  notice  to  every  of  my  commiflaries, 
“  that  they  in  their  feveral  circuits  may  fupprefs  the  fame. 
“  And  fo  1  leave  you  to  God.”  Thus  were  thefe  religious 
exercifes  fupprefled  in  one  diocefe,  which  was  but  the  pro¬ 
logue  to  their  downfal  over  the  whole  kingdom. 

But  his  lordfhip  did  not  long  furvive  this  diftinguifhing 
mark  of  the  urchbilhop’s  clifpleafure,  for  towards  the  latter 
end  of  the  year  he  departed  this  life,  to  the  great  lofs  of  his 
diocefe,  and  of  the  whole  church  of  England, 

JohnP  arkhurft ,  bifhop  of  Norwich ,  was  born  at  Guildford 
in  Surry,  1511,  and  educated  in  Merton  college,  Oxon,  He 
had  been  domeftick  chaplain  to  Queen  Katherine  Parr ,  tutor 
to  bifhop  Jewel ,  and  re  ft  or  of  the  rich  parfonage  of  Clive; 
all  which  he  forfook  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Mary ,  and  was  an 
exile  at  Zurich  in  Switzerland ,  where  he  was  fo  delighted 
with  the  order  and  discipline  of  that  church,  that  he  would 
often  wifh  the  church  of  England  were  modelled  according 
to  it.  He  was  an  open  favourer  of  the  puritans ,  and  never 
entered  willingly  into  any  methods  of  feverity  againft  them. 
“  I  find,  (fays  he,  in  one  of  his  letters  to  Archbifliop  Parker ) 
“  that  rough  and  fevere  methods  do  the  leafl  good,  and  that 
“  the  contrary  has  won  over  divers;  and  therefore  I  chocfe 
“  to  go  in  this  way,  rather  than  with  others,  to  over-rule 
“  by  rigour  and  extremity.”*  He  would  willingly  have  al¬ 
lowed  a  liberty  of  officiating  in  the  church,  to  fuch  as  could 
not  conform  to  the  ceremonies ;  but  by  command  from 
above,  he  was  forced  fometimes  to  obey  his  fuperiors,  con¬ 
trary  to  his  judgment.  The  bifhop  was  a  zealous  proteftant, 
and  a  great  enemy  to  popery;  a  learned  divine,  a  faithful 
paftor,  a  diligent  and  conftant  preacher,  and  an  example  to 
his  flock  in  righteoufnefs ,  in  faith ,  in  love ,  in  peace,  in  word, 
and  in  purity ,  He  was  exceeding  hofpitable,  and  kept  a 
table  for  the  poor;  and  was  univerfally  beloved,  honoured, 
and  efteemed  by  his  whole  diocele.  This  character  is  given 
him  (fays  Mr.  Strype )  by  one  that  knew  him  well,  Thomas 
Becon,  a  native  of  Norfolk,  and  of  known  eminence  in  thofe 
days.  He  was  made  bifhop  of  Norwich  1^60,  and  died  of 
the  ftone  this  year,  [1574]  in  the  63d  year  of  his  age. 


Sundry 


Vol.  L 
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Sundry  well-difpofed  people  in  the  parifhes  of  Baljham  in 
Cambridgejhire ,  and  of  Strethall  in  EJJex,  met  together  on 
holidays,  and  at  other  times,  after  they  had  done  work,  to 
read  the  fcriptures,  and  to  confirm  one  another  in  the 
chriftian  faith  and  practice;  but  as  foon  as  the  commiffioners 
were  informed  of  thefe  affemblies,  the  parfons  of  the  parifhes 
were  fent  for,  and  ordered  to  fupprefs  them;  though  the 
honeft  people  declared  themfelves  conformable  to  the  orders 
of  the  church,  and  that  they  met  together  after  dinner, 
or  after  fupper,  upon  holidays  only ,  for  their  own  and  their 
families  inflru&ion;  for  the  reformation  of  vice,  and  for  a 
further  acquaintance  with  the  word  of  God:  The  occafion 
of  their  affemblies  we  have  in  their  own  w^ords,  “  For  that 
“  heretofore  (fay  they)  we  have  at  divers  times  fpent  and 
“  confirmed  our  holidays  vainly,  in  drinking  at  the  ale-houfe, 
“  and  playing  at  cards,  tables,  dice,  and  other  vain  paflimes, 
“  not  meet  for  us  and  fuch  of  our  calling  and  decree,  for 
“  the  which  we  have  been  often  blamed  of  our  parfon;  we 
“  thought  it  better  to  bellow  the  time  in  foberly  and  godly 
u  reading  the  fcriptures,  only  for  the  purpofes  aforefaid, 
“  and  no  other.  We  do  not  favour  or  maintain  any  of  the 
“  opinions  of  the  anabaptijh ,  puritans ,  papijis ,  or  libertines , 
<c  but  wrould  be  glad  to  learn  our  duty  towards  God,  our 
“  prince,  and  magiffrates,  towards  our  neighbours  and  our 
“  families,  in  fuch  fort  as  becomes  good,  and  faithful,  and 
“  obedient  fubje&s,  and  it  is  our  greateft  and  only  defire  to 
“  live,  follow,  and  perform  the  fame  accordingly,  as  God 
“  fhall  give  us  grace.”  But  our  archbifhop  had  rather  thefe 
poor  people  fhould  be  drinking  and  gaming  at  an  ale-houfe, 
than  engaged  in  a  religious  affembly  not  appointed  by  publick 
authority.! 

The  Reverend  Mr.  Sampfon ,  late  dean  of  Chrijl  church, 
Oxony  was  this  year  flruck  with  the  dead  palfy  on  one  fide, 
which  made  him  refign  his  lefture  in  the  church  at  Whittington 
college,  which  he  had  held  to  this  time,  and  for  wdiich  he 
had  10I,  a  year:  It  was  in  the  gift  of  the  Cloth-Workers 
company,  to  whom  he  recommended  Mr.  Deering  for  his 
fucceffor ;  but  Deering  being  filenced  for  non-conformity, 
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the  archbifhop  utterly  refufed  him,  which  Sampfon  com- 
plained  of  in  a  letter  to  the  treafurer,  faying,  “  That  though 
cc  my  Lord  of  Canterbury  liked  not  to  take  pains  in  the  con- 
«  orcoation  himfelf,  yet  fhould  he  not  forbid  others  who 
«  were  both  able  and  willing;  that  he  could  find  no  fault 
«  with  Mr.  Deerinf s  do&rine  or  manner  of  life;  and  that 
cc  this  was  no  great  promotion*  j~  Lie  therefore  humbly 
defired,  that  if  the  Cloth- Workers  chofe  him,  that  his  lord- 
{hip  would  ufe  his  interefl  with  the  archbilhop  not  to  re- 
•  fufe  him;  but  his  grace  was  inflexible,  and  fo  the  bufincfs 

mifcarried.  >  , 

This  Mr.  Sampfon  was  a  mod  exact  man  in  his  principles 

and  morals;  and  having  differed  the  lofs  of  all  things  foi  a 
good  confcience,  he  took  the  liberty  to  write  freely  to  his 
fuperiors  upon  proper  occafions;  and  among  others,  to 
Grindal ,  archbifhop  of  York ,  who  had  been  his  companion 
in  exile,  though  now  advanced  to  the  dignity  of  a  lord 
archbifhop .  Sampfon  in  one  of.  his  letters  put  him  in  mind 
of  his  former  low  condition,  and  cautioned  him  againft 
being  too  much  exalted  with  his  high  title.  Grindal  told 
him,  he  did  not  value  the  title  of  a  lord ,  but  that  his  great 
care  was,  to  difcharge  his  function  faithfully  until  the  great 
day  of  the  Lord.  Sa?npfon  replied,  “  That  if  he,  whom 
worldly  policy  had  made  a  lord ,  kept  the  humility  of  an 
humble  brother  and  minifter  of  the  gofpel,  he  was  a 
phoenix ;  but  his  port,  his  train  of  waiting-men  in  the 
ftreets,  his  gentlemen-ufhers  going  before  him  with  bare 
cc  heads,  and  his  family  full  of  idle  ferving  men,  looked 
cc  very  lordly .”  He  adds,  “  That  his  own  and  his  brethren’s 
“  revenues  fhould  not  be  laid  out  in  maintaining  a  parcel  of 
lazy  idle  fervants,  but  rather  upon  thofe  who  were  la¬ 
bourers  in  the  harvefl  of  the  Lord  Jefus.  That  whereas 
the  archbifhop  had  called  them  puritans ,  it  was  a  name  un- 
juftly  impofed  on  brethren  with  whofe  doftrine  and  life 
none  could  find  fault:  If  by  puritans  fuch  were  meant  as, 
following  Novatus ,  diffembled  themfelves  to  be  teachers, 
and  wifhed  the  ceremonies  might  be  obferved,  while  they 
hated  the  cujloms  of  the  antient  church,  then  might  a 
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“  number  of  church-men  be  called  puritans  \  and  he  prayed 

C?o  D  to  purge  them  and  make  them  more  pure — ”  And 
whereas  the  archbifliop  in  his  letter  had  pitied  his  com- 
plaints  of  poverty  and  lamenefs ,  he  faid,  44  He  complained 
“  of  nothing;  if  he  fliould  complain  of  the  former  it  would 
“  be  before  he  had  need;  but  when  he  had  need  he  would 
“  complain  to  thofe  to  whom  he  might  complain.  Concern- 
“  ing  his  lamenefs ,  he  was  fo  far  from  complaining  of  that, 
“  that  he  humbly  thanked  God  for  it;  and  thefe  chains  he 
6C  would  choofe  to  carry  before  the  clogs  and  cares  of  a  • 
“  bifhoprick.*  Such  was  the  plain  dealing  of  this  confejfor 
to  one  of  the  higheft  dignitaries  in  the  church. 

Parker's  zeal  againfl  the  puritans  betrayed  him  fometimes 
into  great  inconveniencies;  like  a  true  inquifitor ,  he  liftened 
to  every  idle  ftory  of  his  fcouts,  and  fent  it  prefently  to  the 
Queen  or  council ;  and  the  older  he  grew,  the  more  did  his 
jealoulles  prevail.  In  the  month  of  June  one  of  his  fervants 
acquainted  him,  that  there  was  a  defign  of  the  puritans 
againfl  the  life  of  the  lord  treafurer  and  his ‘  own  \  and  that 
tiie  chief  confpirator  was  one  Undertree ,  encouraged  by  the 
great  Earl  of  Leicefer :  The  old  archbifhop  was  almoft 
frighted  out  of  his  wits  at  the  news,  as  appears  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  p adage  in  his  letter  to  the  treafurer:  44  This  horrible 
“  confpiracy  (fays  he)  has  fo  aftonifhed  me,  that  my  will  and 
“  memory  are  quite  gone;  I  would  I  were  dead  before  I  fee 
44  with  my  corporal  eyes  that  which  is  now  brought  to  a  full 
“  ripenefs.”  fje  then  prays,  that  the  deteftor  of  this  con¬ 
fpiracy  may  be  protected  and  honourably  confidered,  and  the 
confpirators  punifhed  with  the  utmofl  feverity,  otherwife  the 
end  would  be  worfe  than  the  beginning.  And  that  he  might 
not  feem  to  exprefs  all  this  concern  for  his  own  fafety,  he 
tells  the  treafurer,  that  it  was  for  his  fake  and  the  Queen's 
that  he  was  fo  jealous,  44  for  he  feared  that  when  rogues 
44  attempted  to  deflroy  thofe  that  were  fo  near  her  majefly’s 
44  perfon,  they  would  at  laft  make  the  fame  attempt  upon 
44  her  too;  and  that  even  fome  that  lay  in  her  bofom  [Lei- 
44  cefter  ]  when  opportunity  ferved,  would  fling  her.”  The 
archbifliop  fent  out  his  fcouts  to  apprehend  the  confpirators 
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that  his  Jleward  had  named,  who  pretended  a  feeret  corres¬ 
pondence  with  Under  tree ;  and  among  others  who  were  taken 
into  cuftody,  were  the  Reverend  Mr.  Bonham ,  Brown ,  and 
Stonden ,  divines  of  great  name  among  the  puritans:  Stonden 
had  been  one  of  the  preachers  to  the  Queen’s  army,  when 
the  Earl  of  Warwick  was  fear  apainft  the  Northern  rebels. 

o 

Many  perfons  of  honour  were  alio  acculed,  as  the  Earls  of 
Bedford ,  Leicejler ,  and  others.  But  when  Undertree  came 
to  be  examined  before  the  council,  the  whole  appeared  to 
be  a  fliam,  between  Undertree  and  the  archbifliop’s  Jleward , 
to  difgrace  the  puritans,  and  puiiifh  them  as  enemies  to  the 
hate  as  well  as  the  church.  So  early  was  the  vile  praftice 
of  fathering  fliam  plots  upon  the  puritans  begun,  which 
was  repeated  fo  often  in  the  next  age!  Undertree  had  forged 
letters  in  the  names  of  Bonham ,  Stonden ,  and  others;  as  ap¬ 
peared  to  a  demonstration  when  they  were  produced  before 
the  council,  for  they  were  all  written  with  one  hand.  When 
he  was  examined  about  his  accomplices  he  would  accufe  no¬ 
body,  but  took  tiie  whole  upon  himfelf;  fo  that  their  honours 
wrote  immediately  to  the  archbifliop  to  difcharge  his  pri - 
f oners .f  But,  which  is  a  little  unaccountable,  neither  Under¬ 
tree  nor  the  archbifhop’s  Jleward  received  any  punifliment. 

His  grace’s  reputation  Suffered  by  this  plot;  all  impartial 
men  cried  out  againft  him,  for  Shutting  up  men  of  character 
and  reputation  in  prifon,  upon  Such  idle  reports.  The  puri¬ 
tans  and  their  friends  reflected  upon  his  honour  and  honefly; 
and  in  particular  the  Bifhop  of  London ,  and  Dr.  Chatterton 
matter  of  Queen’s  college,  Cambridge ,  whom  in  his  wrath  he 
called  a  chatterer ;  and  in  his  letter  to  Grindal  archbifliop  of 
Uork)  faid,  “  I  hat  he  cared  not  three  chips  for  ought  that 
could  be  proved  as  to  his  allegiance;  he  doing  it  fo  Secretly, 
“  faithfully  and  prudently  as  he  did;  and  would  do  the  fame 
c~  again,  if  he  knew  no  more  than  he  did  at  that  time.” 
The  Earl  of  Leicejler  could  not  but  refent  his  ill  ufage  of 
him,  which  he  had  an  opportunity  to  repay  had  he  been  fo 
minded;  the  archbifliop  having  executed  an  a  ft  of  juftice 
[as  he  called  it]  upon  a  perfon  in  the  late  plot,  after  he  had 
received  a  letter  from  court  forbidding  him,  to  do  it;  which 

t  Life  of  Parker,  p.  466, 

was 
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was  not  very  confident  with  his  allegiance.  But  the  arch- 
bilhop  braved  out  his  conduct  againft  every  body,  after  his 
own  brethren  the  bifhops,  and  all  the  world,  had  abandoned 
him.  He  told  the  lord  treafurer,  “  That  lie  cared  not  for 
“  Leicefter ,  though  he  was  informed  he  took  counfel  with 
64  the precifians  to  undo  him:  That  though  he  had  written  to 
“  the  earl,  and  to  another  puritan  courtier,  it  was  not  in  way 
“  of  fubmiflion,  as  fome  of  the  crew  reported  and  took  it.* 
cc  That  the  earl  had  peaceably  written  again  to  him,  dilfem- 
“  bling  his  malice  like  a  right  courtier;  but  he  notwith- 

handing  underftood  what  was  purpofed  againft  him,  and 
“  for  religion  fake  he  took  it.”  This  was  the  fpirit  and  lan¬ 
guage  of  our  archbifhop! 

One  of  the  laft  publick  acts  in  which  his  grace  was  em¬ 
ployed,  was  vifiting  the  diocefe  of  Winch  eft  er,  and  in  particular 
the  Ifle  of  IVight ,  in  1575;  anc^  here  he  made  ufe  of  fuch 
methods  of  feverity  (fays  Mr.  Strype )  as  made  him  talked 
againft  all  over  the  country.  This  ijland  wTas  a  place  of 
refort  for  foreign  protcjlants ,  and  fea-faring  men  of  all  coun¬ 
tries,  which  occafioned  the  habits  and  ceremonies  not  to  be 
fo  ftriftly  obferved  as  in  other  places,  their  trade  and  com¬ 
merce  requiring  a  latitude:  When  the  archbifhop  came 
thither  with  his  retinue,  he  gave  himfelf  no  trouble  about  the 
welfare  of  the  ifland,  but  turned  out  all  thofe  minifters  who 
refufed  the  habits,  and  fliut  up  their  churches.  This  was  fo 
great  a  concern  to  the  inhabitants,  that  they  fent  up  their 
complaints  to  the  Earl  of  Leicejler ,  who  made  fuch  a  report 
to  the  Queen  of  the  archbifhop’s  proceedings,  that  her  ma- 
jefty  immediately  gave  order,  that  things  fliould  return  to 
their  former  channel  ;f  and  when  his  grace  came  to  court 
after  his  vifitation,  her  majefty  received  him  coldly,  and  de¬ 
clared  her  difpleafure  againft  his  unfeafonable  feverities. — > 
The  Bifhop  of  Winchejl  er  alfo  complained,  that  the  clergy 
of  his  diocefe  had  been  fifted  in  an  unmerciful  manner;  all 
which,  inftead  of  foftening  this  prelate,  drew  from  him  the 
following  angry  letter  to  the  lord  treafurer,  wherein  he  com¬ 
plains  cc  of  the  ftrong  intereft  the  puritans  had  at  court; 
66  and  of  the  inconftancy  of  fome  of  the  bilhops*  that  fe* 

*  Life  of  Parker,  p*  477*  +  Life  of  Parker,  p.  491. 
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«  Veral  of  that  order  lay  by  and  did  little,  while  others 
«  endeavoured  to  undermine  him.  That  the  Queen  was 
“  almoft  the  only  perfon  that  hood  firm  to  the  church;  but 
«  if  the  precifians  had  the  advantage,  her  majelty  would  be 
»  undone.  That  he  was  not  fo  much  concerned  for  the  cap , 

«  tippet ,  furplicc ,  wafer  bread ,  and  fuch  like  ceremonies, 

«  as  for  the  authority  of  the  laws  that  enjoined  them.  1  lie 
«  Queen  indeed  had  told  him,  that  he  had  the  fupieme 
“  government  ecclefiaftical,  but  upon  experiment  he  found 
“  it  very  much  hampered  and  embarraffed.  Befoie  God 
“  (fays  he)  I  fear  that  her  liighnefs’s  authority  is  not  re- 
“  garded;  and  if  publick  laws  are  once  difregarded,  the 

government  muff  link  at  once . 

There  was  but  one  corner  of  the  Britijh  dominions  that 
our  archbifhop’s  arm  could  not  reach,  (viz.)  the  dies  of 
Guernfey  and  Jerfey,  thefe  had  been  a  receptacle  for  t  le 
French  refugees  from  the  Parifian  majfacre\  and  lying  upon 
the  coafts  of  France,  the  inhabitants  were  chiefly  of  that 
nation,  and  were  allowed  the  ufe  of  the  Geneva  or  French 
difeipline ,  by  the  lords  of  the  council.  An  order  of  the  hates 
of  France  had  been  formerly  obtained,  to  lepai  ate  them  fiom 
the  iurifdiftion  of  the  bifliop  of  Conftance  in  Normandy ,  but 
no  form  of  difeipline  having  been  fettled  by  law  fince  the  re¬ 
formation,  Mr.  Cartwright  and  Snape  were  invited  to  aunt 
the  miniflers  in  framing  a  proper  difeipline  for  their- churches : 
This  fell  out  happily  for  Cartwright ,  who  being  forced  to 
abandon  his  native  country,  made  this  the  place  of  his  re¬ 
treat.  The  two  divines  being  arrived,  one  was  made  tituiar 
paffor  of  Mount  Orgueil ,  in  the  file  o!  ‘JerJ'ey ;  and  the  othe  r 
of  C a  file  Cornet ,  in  Guernfey .  The  reprefentatives  of  the 
feveral  churches  being  ailembled  at  St.  Peter  s  Port ,  m 
Guernfey,  they  communicated  to  them  a  draught  of  difeipline, 
which  was  debated,  and  accommodated  to  the  ufe  of  thole 
illands,  and  finally  fettled  the  year  following,  as  appears  by 
the  title  of  it,  which  is  this;  The  ecclefiaftical  difeipline  oh - 
fervedand  pradifed  by  the  churches  of  Jerfey  and  Guernfey, 
after  the  reformation  of  the  fame ,  by  the  minifters ,  ciders ,  and 

*  Life  of  Parker,  Appendix,  No.  xeix. 
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acccons  of  the  ifies  of  Guernfey  and  Jerfey,  Sark  and  Alder¬ 
ney,  confirmed  by  the  authority ,  and  in  the  prefence  of  the 
governors  of  the  fame  ifle's ,  in  a  fynod  holden  in  Guernfey 
jane  28,  1 576 ;  and  afterwards  revived  by  the  f aid  minifters 
ana  elder s,  and  confirmed  by  the  faid  governors  in  a  fynod. 
holden  in  Jerky  the  nth,  12 th,  13/A,  14 th,  15th,  and  iph 
days  of  October,  1577.  The  book  con  lifts  of  20  chapters, 
and  each  chapter  of  leveral  articles,  which  were  conftautly 
obferved  in  thefe  iflands  till  the  latter  end  of  the  reinn  of 

King  james  the  firft,  when  the  liturgy  of  the  church  of  Ewe- 
land  iupplanted  it.*  6 

Though  the  papifts  were  the  Queen’s  molt  dangerous 
enemies,  her  majefty  had  a  peculiar  tendernefs  for  them -8 
lhe  frequently  releafed  them  out  of  prifon,  and  connived  at 
tneir  religious  affemblies,  of  which  there  were  above  500 
in  Engiauu  at  this  time;  Many  of  the  Queen’s  fubjects  reforted 
to  the  Portugal  ambaffadorh  houfe  in  Charter-houfe  yard , 
where  mafs  was  publickly  celebrated;  and  becaufe  the  fheriffs 
ana  lecoider  of  London  difturbed  them,  they  were  com¬ 
mitted  to  the  Fleet  by  the  Queen’s  exprefs  command.  At 
the  fame  time  they  were  praftifmg  againft  the  Queen’s  life: 
And  that  their  religion  might  not  die  with  the  prefent  age, 
feminaries  were  creeled  and  endowed,  in  feveral  parts  of 
Fin  opt ,  foi  the  education  of  Englifh  youth,  and  for  providing 
a  fucceffion  of  miffionaries  to  be  fent  into  England  for  the 
propagation  of  their  faith.  The  firft  of  thefe  was  erected 
when  the  kingdom  was  excommunicated ;  after  which  many 
others  were  founded,  to  the  unfpeakable  prejudice  of  the 
proteftant  religion,  i'o  fet  them  before  the  reader  in  one 
view;  Colleges  were  erected  at  the  following  places: 

The  lit  at  Douay,  1569,  by  Philip  King  of  Spain. 

2d  at  Rome ,  1579,  by  Pope  Gregory  13th. 

3d  at  Valladolid,  1589,  by  the  King  of  Spain. 

4th  at  Seville,  1593,  by  the  fame. 

5th  at  St.  Otners,  1596,  by  the  fame. 

6th  at  Madrid ,  1606,  by  fofepb  Crefwel ,  Jefuit. 

7th  at  Louvaine,  1606,  by  Philip  III.  of  Spain. 

8th  at  Liege ,  1616,  by  the  Alp.  of  that  country . 

9th  at  Ghent,  1624,  by  Philip  IV. 

*  Heyljn’s  Aerius  Ridivivus,  p.  276.  §  Strype’s  Annals,  p.  329,  41c. 
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The  popifh  nobility  and  gentry  fent  over  their  children 
to  thefe  colleges  for  education;*  and  it  is  incredible  what  a 
mafs  of  money  was  collected  in  England  for  their  mainte¬ 
nance,  by  their  provincials,  fub -provincials,  aflijlants,  agents , 
coadjutors ,  familiars ,  & c.  out  of  the  eftates  of  fuch  catho- 
licksas  were  poffeffed  of  abbey  lands;  the  pope  difpenfing 
with  their  holding  them  on  thefe  confiderations.  The  oath 
taken  by  every  ftudent  at  his  admiflion  was  this; 

“  HAVING  refolved  to  offer  myfelf  wholly  up  to 
divine  fervice,  as  much  as  I  may,  to  fulfil  the  end  for 
“  which  this  our  college  was  founded,  I  promife  and  fwear, 
^  in  the  prefence  of  Almighty  God,  that  I  am  prepared 
from  mine  heart,  with  the  afliliance  of  divine  grace,  in 
due  time  to  receive  holy  orders,  and  to  return  into  England , 
u  to  convert  the  fouls  of  my  countrymen  and  kindred,  when, 
cc  and  as  often  as  it  fhall  feem  good  to  the  fuperior  of  this 
c‘  college.”' 

The  number  of  ffudents  educated  in  thefe  colleges  may 
be  collected  from  hence;  that  whereas  according  to  Saunders 
an  eminent  popifh  writer,-)-  there  were  but  thirty  old  priefts 
remaining  in  England ,  this  year  f  1575*]  the  two  colleges  of 
Douay  and  Rome  alone,  in  a  very  few  years,  fent  over  300; 
and  it  is  not  to  be  doubted,  but  there  was  a  like  proportion 
from  the  reft. 

About  this  time  began  to  appear  the  family  of  love ,  which 
derived  its  pedigree  from  one  Henry  Nicholas,  a  Dutchman . 
By  their  confeffion  of  faith  publifhed  this  year,  it  appears 
that  they  were  high  enthufiafts;  that  they  allegorized  the 
do&rines  of  revelation,  and,  under  a  pretence  of  attaining 
to  fpiritual  perfection,  adopted  fome  odd  and  whimfical 
opinions,  while  they  grew  too  lax  in  their  morals,  being  in 
their  principles  fomething  akin  to  the  quietijls  of  the  church 
of  Rome,  and  the  quakers  among  ourfelves.  They  had  their 
private  affemblies  for  devotion,  for  which  they  tailed  of  the 
feverities  of  the  government. 

But  the  weight  of  the  penal  laws  fell  heavieft  upon  fome 
of  the  German  anabaptifts ,  who  refufed  to  join  with  the 

?  .Fuller,  b.  h,  p.  92.  f  De  Schifmat.  Aug.  p.  365. 
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Dutch  or  Englifh  churches:  There  were  two  forts  of  ana - 
baptifts  that  iprung  up  with  the  reformation  in  Germany  \ \ 
one  was  of  thofe  who  differed  only  about  the  fubjeft  and 
mode  of  baptifm,  whether  it  fhould  be  adminiftered  to  in¬ 
fants,  or  in  any  other  manner  than  by  dipping  the  whole 
body  under  water.  But  others,  who  bore  that  name, 
were  meer  enthufiafts,  men  of  fierce  and  barbarous  tempers, 
who  broke  out  into  a  general  revolt,  and  raifed  the  war 
called  the  ruftick  war .  They  had  an  unintelligible  way  of 
talking  of  religion,  which  they  ufually  turned  into  allegory ; 
and  thele  being  joined  in  the  common  name  of  anabaptifts , 
brought  the  others  under  an  ill-charafter.  Twenty-feven  of 
them  were  apprehended  in  a  private  houfe  without  Aider/ 
gate-Bars ,  on  Eafter-day ,  1575,  where  they  were  alfembled 
for  worfhip:  Of  thefe,  four  recanted  the  following  errors, 
(1.)  That  Chrift  took  not  flejb  of  the  fubftance  of  the  Virgin . 
(2.)  That  infants  born  of  faithful  parents  ought  to  be  rebap~ 
tized .  (3.)  That  no  chriftian  man  ought  to  be  a  magiftrate . 

(4.)  That  it  is  not  lawful  for  a  chriftian  ?nan  to  take  an  oath . 
But  others  refufing  to  abjure,  eleven  of  them,  all  Dutchmen , 
Were  condemned  in  the  confiftory  of  St.  Paul9 s  to  be  burnt, 
nine  of  whom  were  baniflied,  and  two  fuffered  the  extremity 
of  the  fire  in  Smithfeld ,  July  22,  1575,  viz.  John  Wielmacker 
and  Hendrick  Ter  Woort.  Thus  the  writ  de  Hceretico  com - 
burendo ,  which  had  hung  up  only  in  terrorem  for  1 7  years, 
was  taken  down  and  put  in  execution  upon  thefe  unhappy 
men.  The  Dutch  congregation  interceded  earneftly  for  their 
lives;  as  did  Mr.  Fox  the  martyrologifl,  in  an  elegant  Latin 
letter  to  the  Queen,  but  fine  was  immoveable;  fo  diltant 
was  her  majefty  from  the  tender  fpirit  of  her  brother  King 
Edward  A 


*  The  remarks  of  that  valuable  hiftorian,  Gerard  Brandt ,  on  theie  cruel 
proceedings  are  fo  juft  and  liberal,  that  they  deferve  to  be  laid  before  the 
reader.  “  This  feverity,  (fays  he,)  which  was  not  the  firft  that  had  been 
f‘  prattifed  in  England  iince  the  reformation,  appeared  to  many  proteftants, 
v/ho  were  ftill  under  the  crofs  in  Flanders  and  Brabant ,  both  ftrange 
«  and  incredible.  They  lamented  that  thofe  who  not  long  before  had 
,c  been  perfected  themfelves,  were  now  harrafting  others  for  the  fake  of 
“  their  religion,  and  offering  violence  with  fire  and  fword  to  the  con- 
“  fciences  of  other  men,  thouyh  they  had  before  taught,  and  that  with 

f(  great  truth,  that  it  did  not  belong  to  any  mortal  man  to  lord  it  O'Ver  the 

“  con - 
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A  little  before  the  burning  of  thefe  hereticks  Matthew 
Parker,  archbifhop  of  Canterbury ,  departed  this  life:  He 
was  born  at  Norwich ,  1504,  and  educated  in  Bene  t  college, 
Cambridge.  In  the  reign  of  King  Edward  VI.  §  he  married, 
and  was  therefore  obliged  to  live  privately  under  Queen 
Mary.  Upon  Queen  Elizabeth's  acceflion  he  was  advanced 
to  the  archbifhoprick  of  Canterbury,  and  how  he  managed 
in  that  high  ftation,  may  be  collected  from  the  foregoing 
hiftory.  He  wrote  a  book  entituled,  Antiquitates  Britan- 
nica,  had  which  lhews  him  to  have  fome  Ikill  in  ecclefiaftical 
antiquity;  but  he  was  a  fevere  churchman;  of  a  rough  and 
unchurtly  temper,  and  of  high  and  arbitrary  principles  both 
in  church  and  hate;  a  Have  to  the  prerogative  and  the  fu- 
premacy;  and  a  bitter  enemy  to  the  puritans,  whom  he  per¬ 
fected  to  the  length  of  his  power,  and  beyond  the  limits 
of  the  law.  His  religion  confided  in  a  fervile  obedience  to 
the  Queen’s  injunctions,  and  in  regulating  the  publick  fervice 
of  the  church:  But  his  grace  had  too  little  regard  for  pub- 
lick  virtue;  his  entertainments  and  leadings  being  chiefly  on 
the  Lord’s  day:  Nor  do  we  read,  among  his  epifcopal  qua- 


confciences  of  others .  That  faith  was  the  gift  of  God,  and  not  to  he  im- 
planted  in  the  minds  of  men  by  any  external  force ,  but  by  the  word  of 
God ,  and  illumination  of  the  holy  fpirit :  that  herefy  was  not  a  carnal 
ts  but  fpiritual  cri?ne ,  and  to  be  punijhed  by  God  alone :  that  error  and 
<{  faljehood  wtre  not  to  be  overcome  with  violence  but  truth :  that  the  ob- 
4(  ligation  which  the  children  of  God  lie  under ,  is  not  to  put  others  to  death 
“  for  the  faith,  but  to  die  the?nfelves  in  bearing  witnefs  to  the  truth. 
“  Laftly,  that  the  Jhedding  of  blood  for  the  fake  of  religion  is  a  mark  of 
(<  Antichrist,  who  thereby  fets  himfelf  in  the  judgement-feat  of  God , 
e<  ajfuming  to  himfelf  the  dominion  over  confcience,  which  belongs  to  none 
“  but  God  only.”  See  Brandt’s  Hiftory  of  the  Reformation  in  the  Low 
Countries,  quoted  in  Mr.  Lindfey' s  fecond  addrefs  to  the  youth  of  the  two 
univerfities,  p.  230,  &c.  or  La  Roche’s  abridgement  of  Brandt,  p.  168: 
It  fhould  be  added,  that  one  ground  of  the  odium  which  fell  on  thofe  who 
were  called  anabaptifts,  was  their  deviation  from  the  eftablifhed  creed,  in 
their  ideas  concerning  the  perfon  of  Chrifl  and  the  doftrine  of  the  Trinity. 
Which  {hews  in  how  very  early  a  period  of  the  reformation  Unitarian  fen- 
timents  arofe  among  the  more  thoughtful  and  inquifitive;  but  the  hand  of 
power  was  lifted  up  to  fupprefs  their  growth  and  fpread.  Ed. 

§  In  this  reign  he  was  initiated  into  the  exercife  of  power  and  meafures 
of  perfecution :  for  in  the  year  1551,  he  was  put  into  a  commiffion  with 
thirty  other  perfons,  for  corre£ting  and  punifhing  anabaptifts.  Britifh 
Biography,,  vol.  iii.  p.  4.  Ed. 

X  Life  of  Parker,  p.  524,  lities. 
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lilies,  of  his  diligent  preaching  or  pious  example.  Fuller 
calls  him  a  Parker  indeed,  careful  to  keep  the  fences  and 
ihut  the  gates  of  difcipline,  againfl  all  fuch  night-ftealers  as 
Would  invade  the  fame;  and  indeed  this  was  his  chief  excel¬ 
lence.  He  was  a  confiderable  benefa&or  to  Bene’t  college 
the  place  of  his  education,  where  he  ordered  his  MS  papers 
to  be  depolited,  which  have  been  of  confiderable  fervice 
to  the  writers  of  the  Englijh  reformation,  f  He  died  of 
the  ftone  on  the  17th  of  May,  1575,  in  the  y2d  year  of 
nis  age,  and  was  interred  in  Lambeth  chapel  the  6th  of 
June  following;  where  his  body  relied  till  the  end  of  the 
civil  wars;  when  Col.  Scot ,  having  purchafed  that  palace 
ror  a  manfion-houfe,  took  down  the  monument,  and  buried 
the  bones  (fays  Mr.  Strype f )  in  a  {linking  dunghill,  where 
they  remained  till  fome  years  after  the  refloration,  when  they 
were  decently  repofed  near  the  place  where  the  monument 
had  flood,  which  was  now  again  erected  to  his  memory.* 

•*  I 

§  Tt  ftou1-d  be  added,  that  literature  was  indebted  to  him  for  editions 
cf  our  belt  antient  hiftorians;  Matthew  of  Weftminfter,  Matthew  Paris 
Thomas  W aljingham,  and  AJJer’s  life  of  King  Alfred.  It  Ihould  alfo,  fays 
Mr  .Granger,  be  remembered  to  his  honour,  that  he  was  the  firft  founder 
of  the  fociety  of  antiquaries  in  England.  Ed. 

f  Life  of  Parker,  p.  499. 

*  As  a  balance  to  this,  the  bodies  of  nineteen  or  twenty  puritan  divines 
were  dug  up  in  Wejlminjler-  Abbey ,  and  thrown  into  a  pit  in  the  yard.  Dr, 
Trap  , Mr.  Mar jh  all,  Mr  .Strong,  &c.  See,  in  Strype,  what  a  pompous 
funeral  Parker  had  ordered  for  himfelf.  Ed. 
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* 

From  the  death  of  Archbifop  Parker  to  the  death  of 

Archbifop  Grind  al. 

DR.  Edmund  Grindal,  archbifhop  of  Fork,  fucceeded 
Parker  in  the  fee  of  Canterbury ,  and  was  confirmed 
Feb.  1 5,  i  ^75-6.  He  was  a  divine  of  moderate  principles, 
and  moved  no  falter  in  courfes  of  feverity  againft  the  puri¬ 
tans  than  his  fuperiors  obliged  him,  being  a  friend  to  their 
preaching  and  prophefyings.  Sandys  was  tranflated  from 
Lo?idon  to  Fork)  and  Aylmer  was  advanced  to  the  fee  of 
London .  This  laft  was  one  of  the  exiles,  and  had  been  a 
favourer  of puritanifm\  for  in  his  book  againft  Knox ,  enti¬ 
tled,  An  Harbour  for  faithful  fubjeds ,  he  declaims  againft 
the  wealth  and  fplendor  of  the  bifhops,  and  fpeaks  with 
vehemence  againft  their  lordly  dignities  and  civil  authority . 
In  the  convocation  of  1562,  when  the  queftion  about  the 
habits  was  debated,  he  withdrew,  and  would  not  be  con¬ 
cerned  in  the  affair;  but  upon  his  advancement  to  the  epif copal 
order  he  became  a  new  convert,  and  a  cruel  perfecutor  of 
the  puritans.  He  was  a  little  man,  of  a  quick  fpirit,  and  of 
no  extraordinary  character. 

The  parliament  being  now  fitting,  a  bill  was  brought  into 
the  Houfe  of  Lords,  to  mulft  fucli  as  did  not  come  to  church 
and  receive  the  facrament,  with  the  payment  of  certain  fums  of 
money;  but  it  was  thought  proper  to  drop  it  for  the  prefen t. 

The  convocation  was  bufy  in  framing  articles  touching  the 
admitting  able  and  fit  perfons  to  the  miniftry,  and  eftablifhing 
good  order  in  the  church.*  Thirteen  of  them  were  pub- 
limed  with  the  Queen’s  licence,  though  they  had  not  the 
broad  feal;  but  the  other  two,  For  marrying  at  all  times  of 
the  year ,  and  for  private  baptifm  by  a  lawful  mini fcty  in 
cafes  of  necejfity ,  her  majefty  would  not  countenance.  One 

*  Strvpe’s  Life  of  Grindal,  p.  1 94.. 
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of  the  articles  makes  void  all  licences  for  preachings  dated 
before  the  8th  of  Feb .  1 575,  but  provides,  That  fuch  as 
Jhould  be  thought  meet  for  that  office  Jhould  be  re-admitted 
without  difficulty  or  charge .  This  had  been  pra&ifed  once 
and  again  in  Parked s  time,  and  was  now  renewed,  that  by 
difqualifying  the  whole  body  of  the  clergy,  they  might  clear 
the  church  of  all  the  non-conformifts  at  once;  and  if  all  the 
bifhops  had  been  equally  fevere  in  renewing  their  licences, 
the  church  would  have  been  deflitute  of  all  preaching ;  for 
the  body  of  the  conforming  clergy  were  fo  ignorant  and 
illiterate,  that  many  who  had  cure  of  fouls  were  incapable 
of  preaching,  or  even  of  reading  to  the  edification  of  the 
hearers;  being  obliged  by  law  only  to  read  the  fervice,  and 
adminifler  the  facrament  in  perfon  once  in  half  a  year,  on 
forfeiture  of  five  pounds  to  the  poor. 

The  non-conformift  minifters,  under  the  character  of 
curates  or  ledurers ,  fupplied  the  defects  of  thefe  idle  drones , 
for  a  fmall  recompence  from  the  incumbent,  and  the  volun¬ 
tary  contribution  of  the  parifh;  and  by  their  warm  and 
affectionate  preaching  gained  the  hearts  of  the  people:  They 
refided  upon  their  curacies,  and  went  from  houfe  to  houfe 
vifiting  their  parifhioners,  and  inftructing  their  children; 
they  alfo  infpefted  their  lives  and  manners,  and,  according  to 
the  apoftolical  direftion,  reproved ,  rebuked ,  and  exhorted 
them ,  with  all  lo?igfuffiering  and  doctrine ,  as  long  as  they 
could  keep  their  licences.  Thus  molt  of  the  puritan  mi¬ 
nifters  remained  as  yet  within  the  church,  and  their  followers 
attended  upon  the  word  and  facraments  in  fuch  places  where 
there  were  fober  and  orthodox  preachers. 

But  (fill  they  continued  their  affociations  and  private  af- 
femblies,  for  recovering  the  difcipline  of  the  church  to  a 
more  primitive  ftandard:  This  was  a  grievance  to  the  Queen 
and  court  bifhops,  who  were  determined  againfl  all  innova¬ 
tions  of  this  kind.  Strange!  That  men  fhould  confefs  in 
their  publick  fervice  every  firfl  day  of  Lents  That  there  was 
a  godly  difcipline  in  the  primitive  church's  that  this  difcipline 
is  not  exercifed  at  prefent  in  the  church  of  England,  but  that  it 
is  much  to  be  wifhed  that  it  were  reftored ;  and  yet  never 
attempt  to  reftore  it,  but  fet  themfelves  with  violence  and 
oppreffion  to  crufh  ail  endeavours  that  way!  For  the  reader 
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will  obferve,  that  this  was  one  chief  occafion  of  the  fufferings 
of  the  puritans  in  the  following  part  of  this  reign. 

Some  of  the  minifters  of  Northampton  and  Warwickjhire , 
in  one  of  their  affociated  meetings,  agreed  upon  certain  rules 
of,  difcipline  in  their  feveral  parifhes;  but  as  foon  as  they 
began  to  practife  them,  the  court  took  the  alarm,  and  fent 
letters  to  the  new  archbifhop  to  fupprefs  them.*  His  grace 
accordingly  fent  to  thebilhops  of  thofe  diocefes,  to  fee  things 
reduced  to  their  former  channel;  and  if  need  were,  to  fend 
for  afllftance  from  himfelf  or  the  eccleftaftical  commiffioncrs  : 
Accordingly  Mr.  Paget  and  Mr.  Oxenbridge ,  the  two  heads 
of  the  affociation,  were  taken  into  cuftody  and  fent  up  to 
London . 

Some  time  after  there  was  another  affembly  at  Mr.  Knew - 
JluP s  church,  at  Cockjield  in  Suffolk ,  where  lixty  clergymen 
of  Norfolk ,  Suffolk ,  and  Cambridgejhire ,  met  together  to 
confer  of  the  common  prayer  book,  and  come  to  feme 
agreement  as  to  what  might  be  tolerated,  and  what  was  necef- 
fary  to  be  refufed.  They  confuited  alfo  about  apparel ,  holi¬ 
days*,  faff  ings^  injunilions ,  &c.§  From  thence  they  adjourned 
to  Cambridge ,  at  the  time  of  the  next  commencement,  and 
from  thence  to  London ,  where  they  hoped  to  be  concealed 
by  the  general  refort  of  the  people  to  parliament:  In  thefe 
affemblies  they  came  to  the  following  conclufions,  which 
were  drawn  up  in  an  elegant  Latin  (tile  by  Mr.  Cartwright 
and  Travers ,  and  given  to  the  minifters  for  their  direction 
in  their  feveral  parifhes. 

Concerning  Minifters . 

44  LET  no  man,  though  he  be  an  univerfity  man, 
u  offer  himfelf  to  the  miniftry;  nor  let  any  man  take  upon 
46  him  an  uncertain  and  vague  miniftry,  though  it  be  offered 
“  unto  him. 

u  But  fuch  as  are  called  by  iome  church,  let  them  impart 
u  it  to  the  claffis  or  conference ,  of  which  they  are  members, 
“  or  tofome  greater  church  affemblies;  and  if  the  called  be 
46  approved,  let  them  be  commended  by  letters  to  the  bifliop, 
that  they  may  be  ordained  minifters  by  him. 

#  of  Grindal,  p.  215.  §  Fuller,  b,ix.  p,  1 35. 
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“  Ihofe  ceremonies  in  the  book  of  common  prayer 
“  which  being  taken  from  popery  are  in  controverfy,  ought 
“  to  be  omitted,  if  it  may  be  done  without  danger  of  being 
“  put  from  the  miniftry;  but  if  there  be  imminent  danger 
“  °f  being  deprived,  then  let  the  matter  be  communicated 

to  the  cuiffis  in  wnich  that  cnurch  is,  to  be  determined  by 
“  them.  ,  ■ 

‘  i  J  * 

“  If  fubfcription  to  the  articles  and  book  of  common 
“  prayer  lhall  be  again  urged,  it  is  thought  that  the  book 
“  of  articles  may  be  fubfcribed,  according  to  the  Stat.  i  ? 
“  Eliz.  that  is,  fo  fuch  only  as  contain  the  fum  of  the  chrijlian 
“  faith  and  the  doctrine  of  the  facr aments.  But  neither  the 
“  common  prayer  book,  nor  the  reft  of  the  articles,  may  be 
“  allowed;  no,  though  a  man  Ihould  be  deprived  of  his  mi- 
“  niftry  for  refufing  it.  > 

Concerning  Churchwardens. 

cc  It  feems  that  churchwardens,  and  collectors  for  the 

poor,  may  be  thus  turned  into  elders  and  deacons. 

“  Let  the  church  have  warning  of  the  time  of  election, 
“  and  of  the  ordinance  of  the  realm,  fifteen  days  before- 
4C  hand;  but  eipecially  of  Chrift* s  ordinance ,  touching  ap- 
<c  pointing  of  watchmen  and  overfeers  in  his  church,  who 
4C  are  to  take  care  that  no  offence  or  fcandal  arife  in  the 

church;  and  if  any  fuch  happen,  that  it  be  duly  aboliflied.” 

\  -• 

Of  Collectors  for  the  poor ,  or  Deacons. 

64  Touching  deacons  of  both  forts,  viz.  men  and  women, 
4C  the  church  fhall  be  admonifhed  what  is  required  by  the 
44  apoffle;  and  that  they  are  not  to  dioofe  men  of  cuftom  or 

courfe,  or  for  their  riches,  but  for  their  faith,  zeal  and 
44  integrity;  and  that  the  church  is  to  pray  in  the  mean  time, 
44  to  be  fo  directed,  that  they  may  choofe  them  that  are 
44  meet. 

44  Let  the  names  of  thofe  that  are  thus  chofen,  be  pub- 
44  1  iflied  the  next  Lord’s  day,  and  after  that,  their  duties  to 
44  the  church,  and  the  church’s  duty  towards  them;  then  let 
44  them  be  received  into  their  office  with  the  general  prayers 
44  of  the  whole  church.” 
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Of  Claffes. 

“  The  brethren  are  to  be  requefted  to  ordain  a  diftribution 
«  of  all  churches,  according  to  the  rules  fet  down  in  the 
“  fynodical  difcipline,  touching  clajjical ,  provincial ,  comitia /, 
64  and  affemblies  for  the  whole  kingdom . 

“  The  claffes  are  to  be  required  to  keep  aSs  of  memo- 
“  rable  matters,  and  to  deliver  them  to  the  comitial  affembly, 
and  from  thence  to  the  provincial  affembly. 

44  They  are  to  deal  earneftly  with  patrons,  to  prefent  fit 
44  men  whenfoever  any  church  falls  void  in  their  claffis. 

44  The  comitial  affemblies  are  to  be  admonifhed  to  make 
44  colleSions  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  and  of  fcholars, 
44  but  efpecially  for  the  relief  of  fuch  miniffers  as  are  de- 
44  prived  for  not  iubferibing  the  articles  tendered  by  the 
44  hilltops;  alfo  for  the  relief  of  Scots  miniffers,  and  others; 
44  and  for  other  profitable  and  neceffary  ufes. 

44  Provincial  fynods  muff  continually  forefee  in  due  time 
44  to  appoint  the  keeping  of  their  next  provincial  fynods;  and 
44  for  the  fending  of  chofen  perfons  with  certain  inftruSions 
44  to  the  national  fynod ,  to  be  holden  whenfoever  the  par- 
44  liament  for  the  kingdom  fliall  be  called,  at  fome  certain 
44  time  every  year.” 

The  defign  of  thefe  conclufions  was  to  introduce  a  refor¬ 
mation  into  the  church  without  a  feparation.  The  chief 
debate  in  their  affemblies  was,  How  far  this  or  the  other  con - 
clufion  might  conffi  with  the  peace  of  the  church ,  and  be 
moulded  into  a  confiftency  with  epifcopacy .  They  ordained  no 
miniffers;  and  though  they  maintained  the  choice  of  the 
people  to  be  the  effential  call  to  the  paftoral  charge,  yet  moft 
of  them  admitted  of  ordination  and  induction  by  the  bifliop 
only,  as  the  officer  appointed  by  law,  that  the  minifter  might 
be  enabled  to  demand  his  legal  dues  from  the  parifh. 

In  the  room  of  that  pacifick  prelate  Parkhurft ,  hilltop  of 
Norwich ,  the  Queen  nominated  Dr.  Freke ,  a  divine  of  a  quite 
different  fpirit,  who  in  his  primary  vifitation  made  fad  havock 
among  the  puritan  miniffers.  Among  others  that  were  fuf- 
pended  in  that  diocefe,  were,  Mr.  John  More ,  Mr.  Richard 
Crick ,  Mr.  George  Leeds ,  Mr.  Thomas  Roberts ,  and  Mr. 
Richard  Dowe,  all  miniffers  in  or  near  the  city  of  Norwich : 

Vol.  I.  X  '  They 
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They  addreffed  the  Queen  and  council  for  relief;  but  were 
told,  that  her  majefty  was  fully  bent  to  remove  all  thofe  that 
would  not  be  perfuaded  to  conform  to  eftablifhed  orders.— 
1  lie  Reverend  Mr.  Gawton ,  minifter  of  Goring  in  the  fame 
diocefe,  being  charged  with  not  wearing  the  furplice,  nor 
obierving  the  order  of  the  Queen’s  book,  he  confeffed  the 
former,  but  faid  that  in  other  things  he  was  conformable, 
though  he  did  not  keep  exa&ly  to  the  rubrick . f  When  the 
bilhop  charged  him  with  holding  divers  errors,  he  anfwered, 
wc  are  heie  not  above  half  a  dozen  unconformable  mmifters 
in  this  city  [Norwich] ;  and  if  you  will  confer  with  us  by 
learning,  we  will  yield  up  our  very  lives  if  we  are  not  able 
to  prove  the  doctrines  we  hold  to  be  confonant  to  the  word 
ot  God.  After  his  fufpenfion  he  fent  his  lordlhip  a  bold 
letter,  in  which  he  maintained,  that  Chrift  was  the  only 
lawgiver  in  his  church.  “  If  any  king  or  prince  in  the  world 
“  ordain  or  allow  other  officers  than  Chrift  has  allowed,  we 

will  (fays  he)  rather  lay  down  our  necks  on  the  block  than 
“  confent  thereunto;  wherefore  do  not  object  to  us  fo  often 
“  the  name  of  our  prince ,  for  you  ufe  it  as  a  cloak  to  cover 
“  your  curfed  enterprizes.  Have  you  not  thruft  out  thofe 
“  who  preached  the  lively  word  faithfully  and  fmcerely? 
“  Have  you  not  plucked  out  thofe  preachers  where  God  fet 
*•  them  in?  And  do  you  think  that  this  plea  will  excufe  you 
“  before  the  high  judge,  I  did  but  execute  the  law?” 

Mr.  Harvey,  another  minifter  of  the  fame  city,  was  cited 
before  the  bilhop  May  13,  for  preaching  againft  the  hie¬ 
rarchy  of  bifliops  and  their  ecclefiaftical  officers;  and  at  a 
court  held  at  St.  George’s  church  he  was  fufpended  from  his 
miniftry,  with  Mr.  Vincent  Goodwin  and  John  Mopes. 

Mr .Rockrey,  R.D.  of  Queen' s  college,  Cambridge ,  aperfon 
of  great  learning  and  merit,  was  expelled  the  univerfity  for 
uon-conforsaiev  to  the  habits .*  Lord  Burleigh  the  chancellor 
got  him  reftored,  and  diipenfed  with  for  a  year,  at  the  end 
of  which  the  mailer  of  his  college  admonifhed  him  three 
times,  to  conform  himfelf  to  the  cuftom  of  the  univerfitv  in 
the  habits,  which  he  refilling,  was  finally  difeharged,  as  an 
example  to  keep  others  to  their  duty. 

•  f  MS.  p.  253.  Strype’s  Amu  p.  448,  *  MS.  p.  28$. 
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About  the  fame  time  Mr.  Richard  Greenham ,  minifter  of 
Drayton ,  was  fufpended,*  a  man  of  a  moft  excellent  fpirit, 
who,  though  he  would  not  fubfcribe  or  conform  to  the  habits, 
avoided  fpeaking  of  them,  that  he  might  not  give  offence; 
and  whoever  reads  his  letter  to  Cox  bifhop  of  Ely ,  will  won¬ 
der  what  fort  of  men  they  mult  be  who  could  bear  hard  on 
fo  peaceable  a  divine. 

Some  time  before  the  death  of  Archbifhop  Parker ,  Mr. 
Stroud ,  the  fufpended  minifter  of  Cranbrook ,  returned  to  his 
parifh  church;  but  being  reprefented  to  the  prefent  arch¬ 
bifhop  as  a  difturber  of  the  peace,  he  was  forbid  to  continue 
his  accuftomed  exercifes  in  the  church,  and  commanded  to 
leave  the  country;  but  the  good  man  was  fo  univerfally  be¬ 
loved,  that  the  whole  county  of  Kent ,  almoft,  figned  petitions 
to  the  archbifhop  for  his  continuance  among  them. 

“  WE  know,  moft  reverend  Father ,  fay  they,  that  Mr. 
“  Stroud  has  been  feveral  times  beaten  and  whipt  with 
“  the  untrue  reports  of  flanderous  tongues,  and  accufed 
“  of  crimes  whereof  he  has  moft  clearly  acquitted  himfelf  to 
“  the  fatis faction  of  others.  Every  one  of  us,  for  the  moft 
“  part,  moft  gracious  Lord ,  hath  heard  him  preach  Chrift 
“  truly,  and  rebuke  fin  boldly,  and  hath  feen  him  hitherto 
apply  to  his  calling  faithfully,  and  live  among  us  peaceably; 
fo  that  not  only  by  his  diligent  doftrine  our  youth  has  been 
“  informed,  and  ourfelves  confirmed  in  true  religion  and 
“  learning;  but  alfo  by  his  honeft  converfation  and" example 
“  we  are  daily  allured  to  a  chriftian  life,  and  the  exercifes  of 
CQ  charity;  and  no  one  of  us,  reverend  father ,  hath  hitherto 
heard  from  his  own  mouth,  or  by  credible  relation  from 
others,  that  he  has  publickly  in  his  fermons,  or  privately 
“  in  converfation,  taught  unfound  doftrine,  or  oppofed  the 
difciplme,  about  which  great  controverfy  (alas!)  is  now 
maintained;  ^ea,  he  has  given  faithful  promife  to  forbear 
“  the  handling  any  queftions  concerning  the  policy  of  the 
chuich,  and  we  think  in  our  confciences  he  has  hitherto 
performed  it.  In  confideration  whereof,  and  that  our 
a  country  may  not  be  deprived  of  fo  diligent  a  labourer  in 

*  Pierce’s  Vindication,  p.  o? 
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rhe  Lord’s  harvefl;  nor  that  the  enemies  of  God’s  truth, 
the  pap ifts,  may  find  matter  of  joy  and  comfort;  nor  the 
man  himfelf,  in  receiving  a  kind  of  condemnation  without 
examination,  be  thus  wounded  at  the  heart  and  difcou- 
1  aged :  v\  e  moil  humbly  befeech  your  grace,  for  the  poor 
man  sfake,  for  your  own  fake,  and  the  Lord’s  fake,  either 
to  take  judicial  knowledge  of  his  caufe,  to  the  end  he 
may  be  confronted  with  his  adverfaries;  or  elfe,  of  your 
“  great  wiidom  and  goodnels,  to  reftore  him  to  his  liberty 
“  of  preaching  the  gofpel  among  us.  And  we  as  in  duty 
<c  bound  Jhall  ever  pray ,  &c.” 

This  petition  was  figned  by  nineteen  or  twenty  hands; 
another  was  figned  by  twenty-four  minifters ;  and  a  third  by 
George  Ely  vicar  of  Tent  er  den  >  and  twenty-one  parifhioners ; 
- Thomas  Bathurfl ,  fen.  minifter  of  Staplehurjl ,  and  nine  pa- 
rhhioners;  Wiiliam  Walter ,  of  Frittenden ,  and  fourteen  of  his 
parifhioners ;  Antony  Francis ,  minifter  of  Lamberhurfi ,  and 
four  parifhioners;  Alexander  Love ,  minifter  of  Rolenden ,  and 
eighteen  parifhioners ;  Chrijlopher  Vinebrook ,  minifter  of  HeU 
come ,  and  nine  parifhioners;  William  Vicar ,  of  Tyfherfl ,  and 
ten  parifhioners;  Matthew  IVolton ,  curate  of  Beneden ,  and 
eleven  parifhioners;  William  Cocks ,  minifter  of  Mar  den,  and 
thirteen  parifhioners ;  William  Hopkinfon ,  minifter  of  Saleherjl , 
and  eight  parifhioners.j- 

S uch  a  reputation  had  this  good  man  among  all  who  had 
any  tafte  for  true  piety,  and  zeal  for  the  proteftant  religion! 
He  was  a  peaceable  divine,  and  by  the  threatning  of  Aylmer , 
bifhop  of  London ,  had  been  prevailed  with  to  fubferihe  with 
feme  referve,  for  the  fupport  of  a  ftarving  family;  and  yet 
he  was  continually  molefted  and  vexed  in  x\vz  fpiritual  courts . 

Two  eminent  divines  of  puritan  principles  died  this  year; 
one  was  James  Pilkington,  B.D.  and  bifhop  of  Durham \  he 
was  defeended  from  a  confiderable  family  near  Bolton  in  La  i- 
cajhire ,  and  was  educated  in  St.  Johns  college,  Cambridge , 
of  which  he  was  mailer.  In  the  reign  of  Queen  Mary  he 
was  an  exile,  and  confefTor  for  the  gofpel;  upon  the  acceflion 
of  C^ueen  Elizabeth  he  was.  nominated  to  the  fee  of  Durham , 
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beino-  efteemed  a  learned  man  and  a  profound  divine;  but 
could  hardly  be  prevailed  with  to  accept  it  on  account  of  the 
habits ,  to  which  he  exprelfed  a  very  great  dillike;  he  was 
always  a  very  great  friend  and  favourer  of  the  non-confor- 
mifts,  as  appears  by  his  letters,  and  a  truly  pious  and  chriltian 
hilltop.*  He  died  in  peace  at  his  lioufe  at  Bijhops-A ucland, 
| an.  23,  1  575- 6,  in  the  56th  year  of  his  age;  Ur.  Humphreys , 
and  Mr.  Fox  the  martyrologift,  adorning  his  tomb  with  their 
funeral  verfes. 


The  other  was  Mr.  Edward  Deerin g*,  a  non-conformift 
divine,  of  whom  mention  has  been  made  already;  he  was 
born  of  an  ancient  and  worthy  family  in  Kent ,  and  bred 
fellow  of  ChriJY s  college,  Cambridge ;  a  pious  and  painful 
preacher,  (fays  Fuller^)  but  dilaffected  to  bifhops  and  cere¬ 
monies;  he  was  a  learned  man  and  a  fine  orator,  but  in  one 
of  his  fermons  before  the  Queen  he  took  the  liberty  to  fay, 
that  when  her  majefty  was  under  perfecution  her  motto  was 
Tanquam  ovis;  but  now  it  might  be,  Tanquam  indomita  ju- 
•uenca ,  As  an  untamed  heifer. \  For  which  he  was  forbid 
preaching  at  court  for  the  future,  and  loft  all  his  preferments 
in  the  church. 

Archbifhop  Grindal  had  endeavoured  to  regulate  the 
prophefyings ,  and  cover  them  from  the  objections  of  the  court, 
by  enjoining  the  minijlers  to  obferve  decency  and  order,  by 
forbidding  them  to  meddle  with  politicks  and  church  govern¬ 
ment,  and  by  prohibiting  all  non-conformift  minifters  and 
laymen  from  being  fpeakers.  The  other  bifhops  alfo  in  their 
feveral  diocefes,  publilhed  [in  1 577 J  the  following  regu¬ 
lations: 

That  the  exercifes  fltould  be  only  in  fuch  churches  as  the 
bifhop  under  his  hand  and  feal  fhould  appoint. 

That  the  archdeacon,  or  fome  other  grave  divine,  ap¬ 
pointed  and  allowed  by  the  bifhop,  fltould  be  moderator. 

That  a  lift  of  the  names  of  thole  that  are  thought  fit  to  be 

o 

fpeakers  in  courfe,  be  made  and  allowed  of  by  the  bifhop;  and 
the  bifhop  to  appoint  fuch  part  of  feripture  they  fltall  treat  of. 

That  thofe  minifters  that  are  judged  not  fit  to  fpeak  pub- 
lickly,  be  affigned  fome  other  talk  by  the  moderator,  for  the 
increafe  of  their  learning. 


*  At h.  Ox.  i.  590. 


§  Fuller,  b.  Ix.  p,  109. 
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Anfe  omnia ,  that  no  lay-perfon  be  admitted  to  fpeak  pub- 
lickly  in  the  exercifes. 

1  hat  if  any  man  glance  at  affairs  of  flate,  the  moderator 
mah  immediately  filence  him,  and  give  notice  to  the  biiliop. 

If  any  man  inveighs  againfl  the  laws  concerning  rites  and 
ceremonies,  and  difcipline  eftablillied,  he  fliall  immediately  be 
lilenced,  and  not  be  admitted  to  fpeak  any  more,  till  he  has 
given  fatisia&ion  to  the  auditory,  and  obtained  a  new  ad- 
miffion  and  approbation  of  the  bifhop.  And 

No  lufpended  or  deprived  minifters  fliall  be  fuffered  to  be 
fpeakers,  except  they  fliall  firft  conform  to  the  publick  order 
and  difcipline  of  the  church,  by  fubfcription  and  daily  practice. 

But  the  Queen  was  refol ved  to  fupprefs  them ;  and  having 
lent  for  the  archbifhop,  told  him,  fhe  was  informed  that  the 
rites  and  ceremonies  of  the  church  were  not  duly  obferved 
in  thefe  prophefyings ;  that  perfons  not  lawfully  called  to  be 
minifters  exercifed  in  them;  that  the  affemblies  themfelves 
were  illegal,  not  being  allowed  by  publick  authority;  that 
the  laity  neglected  their  fecular  affairs  by  repairing  to  thefe 
meetings,  which  filled  their  heads  with  notions,  and  might 
occafion  difputes  and  feditions  in  the  flate;  that  it  was  good 
for  the  church  to  have  but  few  preachers,  three  or  four  in 
a  county  being  fufficient.* **  She  further  declared  her  diflike 
of  the  number  of  thefe  exercifes,  and  therefore  commanded 
him  peremptorily  to  put  them  down.  Letters  of  this  tenor 
Were  fent  to  all  the  bifhops  in  England 

*  MS.  p.  203. 

t  The  copy  of  her  Majefty’s  letter  to  the  bifhop  of  London,  with  hi$ 
lordlhip’s  order  thereupon,  being  before  me,  I  fliall  impart  it  to  the  reader. 

(C  Salutem  in  Chrifto , 

“  HAVING  received  from  the  Queen’s  majefty  letters  of  ftrait  com- 
cc  mandment,  touching  the  reformation  of  certain  diforders  and  innovations- 
“  within  my  diocefe;  the  tenor  whereof  I  have  inferted,  as  followeth: 

ELIZABETH . 

€i  Right  Reverend  Father  in  God, 

“  WE  greet  you  well.  We  hear  to  our  great  grief,  that  in  fundry 
parts  of  our  realm  there  are  no  fmall  number  of  perfons  prefuming  to 
be  preachers  and  teachers  in  the  church,  though  neither  lawfully  there- 
“  unto  called,  nor  yet  meet  for  the  fame;  who  contrary  to  our  laws  efta- 
“  bliihed,  for  the  publick  divine  fervice  of  Almighty  God,  and  the  ad- 

**  miniftration  of  his  holy  facraments  within  this  church  of  England ,  do 
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Moll:  of  the  hi fhops  complied  readily  with  the  Queen’s 

letter,  and  put  down  the  prophefyings ;  but  fome  did  it  with 

u  reluftance. 
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ct  ^aiiy  devife,  imagine,  propound,  and  put  in  execution,  fundry  new  rites 
«  and  forms  in  the  church,  as  well  by  the  inordinate  preaching,  reading, 
and  miniftering  the  facraments,  as  by  procuring  unlawfully  of  affemblies, 
and  great  numbers  of  our  people,  out  of  their  ordinary  parifhes,  and 
from  places  far  diftant;  and  that  alfo  of  fome  of  our  fubje^s  of  good 
callings  (though  therein  not  well  advifed)  to  be  hearers  of  their  difputa- 
tions,  and  new-devifed  opinions  upon  points  of  divinity,  fai  unmeet 
for  vulgar  people  ;  which  manner  of  minifl rations  they  in  fome  places 
“  term  prot hesyings,  and  in  fome  other  places  exercises;  by  means 
of  which  affemblies  great  numbers  of  our  people,  efpecially  of  the  vulgar 
fort,  (meet  to  be  otherwife  occupied  with  fome  honeft  labour  for  their 
living)  are  brought  to  idlenefs,  feduced,  and  in  manners  fchifmatically 
“  divided  among  themfelves  into  variety  of  dangerous  opinions,  not  only 
in  towns  and  parifhes ;  but  even  fome  families  are  manifeftly  thereby  en¬ 
couraged  to  the  violation  of  our  laws,  and  to  the  breach  of  common 
orders,  and  not  finally  to  the  offence  of  all  our  quiet  fubjeds,  that  defire 
«  to  live  and  ferve  God  according  to  the  uniform  orders  eftablifhed  in  the 
church,  whereby  thefe  [exercifes]  cannot  but  be  dangerous  to  be  differed. 
Wherefore  confidering  it  fhould  be  the  duty  of  bifhops,  being  the  prin¬ 
cipal  ordinary  officers  in  the  church  of  God  (as  you  are  one)  to  fee  thefe 
<f  diforders  againft  the  honour  of  God,  and  the  quietnefs  of  the  church 
“  reformed,  and  that  by  the  increafe  of  thefe  through  fufferance,  great 
“  danger  may  arife,  even  to  the  decreafe  of  chriftian  faith,  whereof  we  are 
“  by  God  appointed  the  defender ;  befides  the  other  inconveniences,  to  the 
“  difturbance  of  our  peaceable  government. 

“  We  therefore,  according  to  the  authority  which  we  have,  do  charge 
tc  and  command  you,  as  bifhop  of  that  diocefe,  with  all  manner  of  dili- 
“  gence  to  take  order  throughout  your  diocefe,  as  well  in  all  places  exempt, 
“  or  otherwife,  that  no  manner  of  publick  or  divine  fervice,  nor  other 
form  of  miniftration  of  the  holy  facraments,  or  any  other  rites  and  cere- 
“  monies,  be  in  any  fort  ufed  in  the  church,  but  diredtlv  according  to  the 
“  order  eftablifhed  by  our  laws:  Neither  that  any  manner  of  perfon  be 
“  differed  in  your  diocefe  to  teach,  preach,  read,  or  exercife,  any  fun&ion  in 
f‘  the  church,  but  fuch  as  fhall  be  lawfully  approved  and  licenfed,  as  perfons 
“  able  by  their  knowledge,  and  conformable  to  the  miniftrations  in  the 
fi  rites  and  ceremonies  of  this  church  of  England .  And  where  there  (hall 
“  not  be  fufficient  able  perfons  for  learning  in  any  cure,  to  preach  and  in- 
“  ftrud  their  cures,  as  are  requifite,  then  fhall  you  limit  the  curates  to  read 
“  the  publick  homilies,  according  to  the  injunctions  heretofore  by  us  given 
“  for  like  caufe. 

“  And  furthermore,  confidering  the  great  abufes  that  have  been  in  fundry 
(i  places  of  our  realm,  by  reafon  of  the  aforefaid  affemblies  called  exercifes ; 
“  and  for  that  thefe  are  not,  nor  have  been  appointed  or  warranted  by  us 
or  our  laws;  we  will  and  ftraitly  charge  you,  that  you  do  caufe  the  fame 
“  forthwith  to  ceafe,  and  not  to  be  ufed;  but  if  any  fhall  attempt  to  con- 
**  unue  or  renew  the  fame,  we  will  you  not  only  to  commit  them  to  prifon. 
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•  mfr  ^  °ll0W)1?S  letter  of  the  bifhop  of  Litchfield 

and  Coventry ,  to  his  archdeacon:  J 


Salutem  in  Chriflo , 

Whereas  the  Queen  has  been  informed  of  fome  matters  handled  and 
abufed  in  the  extra/,  at  Coventry,  and  thereupon  hath  written  to  me  a 
ftra,t  charge  to  inhrbit  .the  faid  exercife-,  thefeare  therefore  to  will  ana 

«  IT"'  y°iU’/nd  nevrerthelers  in  her  ™jefty’s  name  to  charge  you  to 
foraear  and  day  yourfelves  from  that  exercife ,  till  it  ihall  nleile  Cn  ’ 

~  ma>;  e,Uher  V  earned  prayer,  or  humble  petition,  obtain  t  e  fo  ufShereof 
fiXhh  her  g°od  Pjeafcre  and  full  authority  ;  and  in  the  mean  Le  fo  to  ufe 
-  thjJrea¥n  r  andni0l1:  comfortable  gift  of  preaching,  that  you  may  feek 
an  ^  et  ort  Jefus  Chrift  and  his  kingdom  without  contempt  and  con- 
roulment  of  the  date  and  laws,  under  which  we  ought  to  live  in  unity 
J  ,  Peace,;  whlp  1  befeech  God  grant  unto  you  and  me,  and  all  that 

“  you,  SbT8Wf4,TS^r  Chrift' t0  Wh0fe  direfti0n  1  COmmit 

I  y°ur  loving  friend  and  brother  in  Chrift 

r-w-%  v  ^  ^  9 


To  my  wry  loving  friend  and  brother 
in  Lhrijl,  Thomas  Lever,  arch¬ 
deacon  of  Cov.  or  in  his  abfence  to 
the  cenfors  of  the  exercife  there. 


THOMAS  COV.  and  LICHF. 


jour  our  archbifliop  could  not  go  this  length;  he  who 
had  complied  with  all  the  Queen’s  injunctions,  and  with 
the  leventies  of  the  ecclefiajiical  commififioners  againft  the  pu- 
ntans  hitherto,  is  now  diftrdled  in  confcience,  and  con- 

/trained 
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\  as  maintainers  of  diforders,  but  alfo  to  advertife  us  or  our  council  of  the 
names  and  qualities  of  them,  and  of  their  maintainers  and  abetters*  that 
’  thereupon  for  better  example  their  punifhment  may  be  made  more  fharn 
for  their  reformation.  And  in  theje  things  we  charge  you  to  be  fo  careful 

■  and  vigilant,  as  by  your  negligence  (if  we  fhall  hear  of  anv  perfonat- 

■  tempting  to  offend  in  the  premifes  without  your  correftion  or  informa¬ 
tion  to  us)  <we  oe  not  forced  to  make  fome  example  in  reforming  of  vote 

■  according  to  your  defects,  Given  under  our  fignet  at  our  manor  of 
Ureenamcb,  the  7th  of  May,  1577,  and  in  the  19th  year  of  our  reign.”* 

.  *  *  hercfoie  !  will  and  ftraitly  charge  you,  in  her  majefty’s  name,  that 
immediately  upon  tne  receipt  hereof,  you  do  diligently  and  carefully  put 
in  execution,  in. every  point,  all  fuch  things  as  therein  be  contained, 
throughout  and  in  every  place  within  your  whole  archdeaconry  *  f0  that 
at  my  yifitation,  which  God  willing  'fhall  be  fhortly,  fufficient’ account 
may  be  given  of  that  your  doing  and  diligence  in  that  behalf  accord¬ 
ingly.  Fail  you  not  fo  to  do,  as  you  will  anfwer  the  contrary,  at  your 
peril,-—-  J  '  * 

Y our  loving  brother, 

JOHN  LONDON. 

t  MS.  p.  284.  *  MS.  p.  283. 
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ftrained  to  difobey  the  commands  of  his  royal  miftrefs,  in  an 
affair  of  much  lefs  confequence  than  others  he  had  formerly 
complied  with.  Inftead  therefore  of  giving  directions  to  his 
archdeacons  to  execute  the  Queen’s  commands,  he  writes  a 
long  and  earned  letter  to  her  majefty,  dated  Dec.  io,  1 576, 
to  inform  her  of  the  neceffity  and  ufefulnefs  of  preaching, 
and  of  the  fubferviency  of  the  cxcrcifcs ,  to  this  purpole: 

cc  With  regard  to  preaching,  nothing  is  more  evident 
from  fcripture  (fays  his  grace)  titan  that  it  was  a  great 
bleffing  to  have  tlte  gofpel  preached,  and  to  have  plenty 
“  of  labourers  fent  into  the  Lord’s  harveft.  That  this  was 
the  ordinary  means  of  falvation,  and  that  hereby  men 
cc  were  taught  their  duty  to  God  and  their  civil  governors. 
66  That  though  reading  the  homilies  was  good,  yet  it  was 
not  comparable  to  preaching,  which  might  be  fuited  to  the 
c  diversity  of  times,  places,  and  hearers;  and  be  delivered 
with  more  efficacy  and  affeffion.  That  homilies  were  de- 
vifed  only  to  fupply  the  want  of  preachers,  and  were  by 
“  the  ftatnte  of  King  Edward  \  I.  to  give  place  to  fermons 
whenfoever  they  might  be  had.  He  hoped  therefore  her 
majefty  would  not  difcountenance  an  ordinance  fo  ufeful, 
“  and  of  divine  appointment. 

“  For  the  fecond  point,  concerning  the  exercises,  he 
“  apprehended  them  profitable  to  the  church;  anil  it  was 
“  not  his  judgment  only,  but  that  of  moll  of  the  hilltops, 
“  as  London ,  Winton,  Bath  and  Wells ,  Litchfield ,  Glottceftet , 
“  Lincoln,  Cbichejler ,  Exon,  and  St.  David’s,  who  had  fig- 
££  nified  to  him  by  letter,  that  by  means  of  thefe  cxercifes 
££  the  clergy  were  now  better  verfed  in  the  fcripture  than 
heretofore;  that  they  had  made  them  fludious  and  dili¬ 
gent;  and  that  nothing  had  beat  down  popery  like  them. 
££  He  affirms  that  they  are  legal,  for  as  much  as  by  the 
“  canons  and  conftitutions  of  the  church  now  in  force,  every 
’'•(hop  has  authority  to  appoint  fuch  exercifes,  for  inferior 
miners  to  increale  tneir  knowledge  in  the  fcriptures,  as 
“  to  him  (hall  feem  molt  expedient.”  Towards  the  clofe  of 
this  letter  his  grace  declares  himfelf  willing  to  refign  his  pro¬ 
vince,  if  it  ffiould  be  her  majelly’s  pleafure;  and  then  makes 
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mefe  two  requefls,  cc  (i.)  That  your  majefty  would  refer 
“  ecdefiaftical  matters  to  the  bifliops  and  divines  of  the 
realm,  accoraing  to  the  pra&ice  or  the  firft  chrillian  em- 
peiors.  And,  (2.)  I  hat  when  your  majefty  deals  in 
matters  of  faith  and  religion,  you  would  not  pronounce 
io  peremptorily  as  you  may  do  in  civil  matters;  but  re- 
memoer  that  111  Goci  s  caufe,  his  will ,  unci  not  the  will  of 
“  any  earthly  creature ,  is  to  take  place.  It  is  the  antichriftian 
<w  voice  of  the  pope,  Sic  volo  fic  juheo ,  Jiet  pro  ratione  vo- 
1  ant  as.  He  then  puts  her  in  mind,  that  though  fhe  was 

a  great  and  mighty  princefs,  flie  was  neverthelefs  a  mortal 
creature,  and  accountable  to  God;  and  concludes  with  a 
declaration,  that  whereas  before  there  were  not  three  able 
preachers,  now  there  were  thirty  fit  to  preach  at  Paul's. 
Crojs ,  and  forty  or  fifty  befides  able  to  inflruft  their  own  cures. 
That  therefore  he  could  not  without  offence  of  the  majefty 
of  God  fend  out  injunctions  for  fupprefiing  the  exerctfes. 

The  Queen  was  fo  inflamed  with  this  letter,  that  file  deter¬ 
mined  to  make  an  example  of  the  honeft  archbijhop ,  as  a 
terror  to  the  whole  bench:  She  would  not  buffer  her  com¬ 
mands  to-be  ddputed  by  the  primate  of  all  England ,  but  by 
an  order  from  the  far  chamber  confined  him  immediately  to 
his  houfe,  and  fequeftered  him  from  his  archiepifcopft  func¬ 
tion  for  fix  months.  This  was  a  high  difplay  of  the  fupre- 
macy,  when  the  head  of  the  church ,  being  a  womany  without 
consulting  the  bifliops,  or  any  of  the  clergy  in  convocation 
aflembled,  (hall  pronounce  fo  peremptorily  in  a  matter  purely 
refpe&ing religion;  and  for  non-compliance  tie  up  the  hands 
of  her  archbijhop ,  who  is  the  firft  mover  under  the  prince 
in  all  ecclefialtical  affairs. 

Before  the  expiration  of  the  fix  months,  which  was  in 
December,  Grindal  was  advifed  to  make  his  fubmiflion,  which 
he  did  fo  far  as  to  acknowledge  the  Queen’s  mildnefs  and 
gentlenefs  in  his  reftraint,  and  to  promife  obedience  for  the 
future;  but  he  could  not  be  perfuadeci  to  retraft  his  opinion, 
and  confefs  his  borrow  for  what  was  paft;  there  was  therefore 
borne  talk  of  depriving  him,  which  being  thought  too  fevere, 
his  fequeflration  was  (till  continued  till  about  a  year  before 
his  death;  however  his  grace  never  recovered  the  Queen’s 
favour.  Thus  ended  the  prophefyings^  or  religious  exercifes 
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of  the  clergy,  an  ufeful  inftitution  for  promoting  chriftian 
knowledge  and  piety,  at  a  time  when  both  were  at  a  very 
low  ebb  in  the  nation.  The  Oueen  put  them  down  for  no 
other  reafon,  but  becaufe  they  enlightened  the  people’s  minds 
in  the  fcripture,  and  encouraged  their  enquiries  after  truth; 
her  majefty  being  always  of  opinion,  that  knowledge  and 
learning  in  the  laity  would  only  endanger  their  peaceable 
fubmiflion  to  her  abfolute  will  and  pleafure. 

This  year  put  an  end  to  the  life  of  that  eminent  divine, 
Mr.  Thomas  Lever ,  a  great  favourite  of  Queen  Elizabeth 
till  he  refufed  the  habits .  He  was  matter  of  St.  John's  col¬ 
lege,  Cambridge ,  in  the  reign  of  King  Edward  VI.  and  was 
reckoned  one  of  the  rnoft  eloquent  preachers  in  thofe  times. 
He  had  a  true  zeal  for  the  proteftant  religion,  and  was  an 
exile  for  it  all  the  reign  of  Queen  Mary .  Upon  Queen 
Elizabeth's  acceffion,  he  might  have  had  the  higheft  prefer¬ 
ment  in  the  church,  but  could  not  accept  it  upon  the  terms 
of fubfeription  and  wearing  the  habits ;  he  was  therefore  fuf- 
pended  by  the  ecclefiaftical  commiflioners ;  till  his  great 
name  and  lingular  merit,  reflecting  an  odium  upon  thofe  who 
had  deprived  the  church  of  his  labours,  and  expofed  him  a 
fecond  time  to  poverty  and  want  after  his  exile;  he  was  at 
length  difpenfed  with,  and  made  archdeacon  of  Coe ,  and 
matter  of  Sherburne  hofpital  near  Durham ,  where  he  fpent 
the  remainder  of  his  days  in  great  reputation  and  ufefulnels. 
He  was  a  refolute  non-conformift,  and  wrote  letters  to  en¬ 
courage  the  deprived  minifters  to  ftand  by  their  principles, 
and  wait  patiently  for  a  further  reformation.  He  was  buried 
in  the  chapel  of  his  own  hofpital,  having  this  plain  inferip- 
tion  on  a  flat  marble  ftone  over  his  grave,  Thomas  Levery 
preacher  to  King  Edward  VI.  Had  he  lived  a  little  longer 
he  had  been  perfecuted  by  the  new  bifhop,  as  his  brother 
Whittingham  was;  but  God  took  him  away  from  the  evil  to 
come.  He  died  in  July  1577,  and  was  fucceeded  in  the 
hofpital  by  his  brother  Ralph  Lever , 

Mr.  Cartwright ,  upon  his  return  from  the  Ifle  of  Guernfey , 
was  chofen  preacher  to  one  of  the  Englifh  factories  at  Ant¬ 
werp:  Thefe  factories  fubmitted  to  the  difeipline  of  the  Dutch 
churches  among  whom  they  lived,  and  their  minifters  became 
members  oi  their  conflftories.  While  Cartwright  was  here, 

many 
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rr/any  of  the  EngUJh ,  who  were  not  fatisfied  with  the  terms 
of  conformity,  or  the  manner  of  giving  orders, 

went  oyer  thither,  and  were  ordained  by  the  prefbyters  of 
thoie  churches^  nay,  fome  who  had  received  deacon's  orders 
in  the  chinch  of  England ,  chole  to  be  made  full  minijlers  by 
t.ne  foreign  confufoi  ics  ^  among  tnefe  were  Mr.  Cartwrights 
Icnnci's  AjhtoUs  and  Traverse v  Travers  was  batchelor  of 

divinity  in  the  univerfity  of  Cambridge  before  he  left  England , 
and  was  ordained  at  Antwerp ,  May  14th,  1 578.  The  copy 
of  his  teftimonials§  is  to  this  effech  J 

\  ■  >  *  ( 

u  Forasmuch  as  it  is  juft  and  reafonable,  that  fuch  as  are 
ct  received  into  the  number  of  the  minifters  of  God’s  word,  ftiould 
a  have  a  teftimonial  of  their  vocation;  we  declare,  that  having  called 
“  together  a  fynod  of  twelve  minifters  of  God’s  word,  and  alinoft 
“  the  fame  number  of  elders,  at  Antwerp ,  on  May  8th,  1578,  our 
tc  very  learned,  pious,  and  excellent  brother,  the  Reverend  ID  off  or 
cc  Cualtcr  Travers  was,  by  the  unanimous  votes  and  ardent  defires 
c"  of  all  prefent,  received  and  inftituted  into  the  mmiftry  of  God’s 
"  holy  word,  and  confirmed  according  to  our  accuftomed  manner, 
with  prayer  and  impofition  of  hands ;  and  the  next  day  after  the 
fabbath,  having  preached  before  a  full  congregation  of  EngUJh ,  at 
the  requeft  of  the  minifters,  he  was  acknowledged  and  received 
moft  affedfionately  by  the  whole  church.  That  Almighty  God 
would  profper  the  miniftry  of  this  our  reverend  brother  among 
the  EngUJh ,  and  attend  it  with  great  fuccefs,  is  our  moft  earneft 
a  prayer,  through  Jefus  Chrift.  Amen . 

“  Given  at  Antwerp ,  May  14,  1578,  and  figned 

“  Joannes  Taffinus,  V.D.M. 

“  Logelerius  Vilerius,  V.D.M. 

cc  Joannes  Hocheleus,  V.  D.  M.” 

Pilkingtons  late  bifhop  of  Durham ,  was  fucceeded  by  Dr. 
Barnes,  bilhop  of  Carlifte ,  a  prelate  of  feverer  principles 
than  his  predeceftbr;  who  having  in  vain  attempted  to  reduce 
the  clergy  of  his  diocefe  to  an  abfolute  conformity,  com¬ 
plained  to  his  metropolitan  of  the  lax  government  of  his 
predeceftbr,  and  of  the  numbers  of  non-conformifts  whom 
he  could  not  reduce  to  the  eftablilhed  orders  of  the  church. 
Upon  this  Sandy Ss  the  new  archbifliop  of  York,  relolved 


*  Strypc’s  Ann.  voh  ii.  p.  524. 
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to  vifit  his  whole  province,  and  to  begin  with  Durham , 
where  Dean  If hittingham  was  the  principal  man  under  the 
biihop ;  he  was  a  divine  of  great  learning,  and  of  long 
Handing  in  the  church,  but  not  oidamed  accoiding  to  the 
form  of  the  Englijh  fcrvice  book .  The  accu  fat  ion  againft  hi  m 
was  branched  out  into  thirty-five  articles,  and  forty-nine  in¬ 
terrogatories,  the  chief  whereof  was  his  Geneva  ordination .* 
The  dean,  inftead  of  anfwering  the  charge,  flood  by  the 
rights  of  the  church  of  Durham ,  and  denied  the  archbifhop’s 
power  of  vifitation,  upon  which  his  grace  was  pleafed  to 
excommunicate  him;  but  Whittingham  appealed  to  the 
Queen,  who  direfted  a  commiflion  to  the  archbifhop,  to  the 
lord  prefident  of  the  council  in  the  north,  and  to  the  dean 
of  York ,  to  hear  and  determine  the  validity  of  his  ordination, 
and  to  enquire  into  the  other  mifdemeanors  contained  in  the 
articles.  The  prefident  of  the  north  was  a  favourer  of  the 
puritans,  and  Dr.  Hutton  dean  of  Y ork  was  of  Whittingham  % 
principles,  and  boldly  averred,  That  the  dean  was  ordained 
in  a  better  fort  than  even  the  archbijhop  h  wife  If  fo  that  the 
commiflion  came  to  nothing.  But  Sandy s,  vexed  at  the  dis¬ 
appointment,  and  at  the  calling  in  queftion  his  right  of  vifi¬ 
tation,  obtained  another  commiflion  direfted  to  himfelf,  the 
bifhop  of  Durham ,  the  lord  prefident,  the  chancellor  of  the 
diocefe,  and  fome  others  whom  he  could  depend  upon,  to 
vifit  the  church  of  Durham .  The  chief  defign  was  to  de¬ 
prive  Whittingham  as  a  layman;  when  the  dean  appeared 
before  the  commiflioners,  he  produced  a  certificate  under 
the  hands  of  eight  perfons,  for  the  manner  of  his  ordination , 
in  thefe  words;  “  It  pleafed  God,  by  the  fuffrages  of  the 
whole  congregation  [gat  Geneva"]  orderly  to  choofe  Mr. 
W.  Whittingham ,  unto  the  office  of  preaching  the  word 
“  of  God  and  miniftering  rite  facraments;  and  he  was  ad- 
u  mitted  minifter,  and  lo  publiflied,  with  fuch  other  cere- 
cc  monies  as  here  are  ufed  and  accuftomedd’f  It  was  objefted, 
that  here  was  no  mention  of  a  bifhop  or  fuperintendant ,  nor 
of  any  external  folemnities,  nor  fo  much  as  of  impofition  of 
hands .  The  dean  replied,  there  was  mention  in  general  of  the 
ceremonies  of  that  church,  and  that  he  was  able  to  prove 

*  Strype’s  Ann.  vcl.  ii.  p.  481.  f  Ibid.  vol.  ii.  p.  523. 
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his  vocation  to  be  the  fume  that  all  the  minifters  of  Geneva 
had;  upon  which  the  Lord  Prefdent  rofe  up  and  faid,  that 
he  could  not  in  confcience  agree  to  deprive  him  for  that  caufe 
only,  for  (fays  he)  it  will  be  ill  taken  by  all  the  godly  and 
learned  both  at  home  and  abroad,  that  we  Ihould  allow  of 
the  pop. Hi  mailing  prielfs  in  our  miniftry,  and  difallow  of 
mini  Iters  made  m  a  reformed  church;  whereupon  the  com- 
million  was  adjourned  fine  die .  Thefe  proceedings  of  the 
arch bi fhop  againll  the  dean  were  invidious,  and  loft  him  his 
elteem  noth  in  city  and  country.  The  calling  his  ordination 
m  queltion  was  exprefly  contrary  to  the  ftatute  13  Eliz.  bv 
which  (lays  Mr.  Strype)  The  ordination  of  foreign  reformed 
churches  was  declared  valid-,  and  thofe  that  had  no  other 
Qt  dcrs  wo  e  made  of  like  capacity  with  others ,  to  enjoy  any  place 
of  miniftry  within  England. 

But  the  death  of  Mr.  Whittingham ,  which  happened  about 
fix  months  after,  put  an  end  to  this  and  all  his  other  troubles: 
He  was  born  in  the  city  of  Chefter  1524,  and  educated  in 
Brazcn-Nofe  college,  Oxon ;  he  was  afterwards  tranflated  to 
Chrift  Church ,  when  it  was  founded  by  King  Henry  VIII. 
being  reckoned  one  of  the  bell  fcholars  in  the  univerfity;  in 
the  year  1550,  he  travelled  into  France,  Germany,  and' Italy, 
and  returned  about  the  latter  end  of  King  Edward  VI.  In 
the  reign  of  Queen  Mary  he  was  with  the  exiles  at  Franck- 
j fort,  and  upon  the  divilion  there  went  with  part  of  the 
congregation  to  Geneva,  and  became  their  minilter.  He  had 
a  great  lhare  in  tranflating  the  Geneva  bible,  and  the  pfalms 
in  metre,  as  appears  by  the  ftrft  letter  of  his  name  [ft7]  over 
many  of  them.  Upon  his  return  home  he  was  preferred  to 
the  deanry  of  Durham,  1563,  by  the  interell  of  the  Earl 
of  Leicejler ,  where  he  fpent  the  remainder  of  his  life.  He 
did  good  fervice,  lays  the  Oxford  hiltorian,*  again!!  the 
popiih  rebels  in  the  north,  and  in  repelling  the  archbijhop  of 
York  from  vifiting  the  church  of  Durham;  but  he  was  at 
heft  but  a  lukewarm  conformill,  an  enemy  to  the  habits, 
and  a  promoter  of  the  Geneva  doftrine  and  dilcipline.  How¬ 
ever,  he  was  a  truly  pious  and  religious  man,  an  excellent 
preacher,  and  an  ornament  to  religion.  He  died  while  the 
caufe  of  his  deprivation,  for  not  beiiig  ordained  according 
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to  the  rites  of  the  Englijh  church,  was  depending,  June  io, 
1  :;79,  in  the  65th  year  of  his  age. 

We  have  mentioned  the  bilhop  of  Norwich9 s  feverity  in 
his  primary  vifitation;  his  lordlhip  went  on  hill  in  the  fame 
method,  not  without  fome  marks  of  unfair  defigns;f  for  die 
incumbent  of  Sprowton  being  fufpe&ed  to  be  of  the  family 
of  love,  his  lordlhip  deprived  him,  and  immediately  begged 
the  living  for  his  fon-in-law  Mr.  Maplefdon ,  who  was  already 
archdeacon  of  Suffolk.  §  He  fhewed  no  mercy  to  his  fuf- 
pended  clergy,  though  they  offered  to  fubferibe  as  far  as  the 
laws  of  the  realm  required.  At  length  they  petitioned  their 
metropolitan  Grindal ,  who  though  in  difgrace  licenfed  them 
to  preach  throughout  the  whole  diocefe  of  Norwich ,  durante 
bene  placito ,  provided  they  did  not  preach  again!!  the  efta- 
blifhed  orders  of  the  church,  nor  move  contentions  abour 
ceremonies;  but  ftill  they  were  deprived  of  their  livings. 

The  Reverend  Mr.  Lawrence ,  an  admired  preacher,  and 
incumbent  of  a  parifli  in  Suffolk ,  was  fufpended  by  the  fame 
bifliop,  for  not  complying  with  the  rites  and  ceremonies  of 
the  church.*  Mr.  Calthrop ,  a  gentleman  of  quality  in  the 
county,  applied  to  the  lord  treafurer  in  his  behalf;  and  the 
treafurer  wrote  to  the  bifliop,  requeuing  him  to  take  off  his 
fequeflration;  but  his  lordlhip  replied,  that  what  he  had 
done  was  by  virtue  of  the  Queen’s  letter  to  him,  requiring 
him  to  allow  of  no  miniflers  but  fuch  as  were  perfectly  con¬ 
formable.  Mr.  Calthrop  replied,  and  urged  the  great  want 
the  church  had  of  fuen  good  men  as  Mr.  Lawrence ,  for 
whofe  fitnefs  for  his  work  he  would  undertake  the  chief  gen¬ 
tlemen  of  credit  in  the  county  fliould  certify;  but  his  fe- 
queftration  was  ftill  continued.  The  like  feverities  were 
ufed  in  moft  other  diocefes. 

The  bilhop  of  London\  came  not  behind  the  chief  of  his 

t  Strype’s  Ann.  ii.  2S4.  MS.  p.  286.  *  Strype’s  Ann.  p.  285. 

X  “  This/'  Bifhop  Warburton  cenfures  as  “  an  unfair  charge  which  runs 
“  through  the  hiitory.  The  exafting  conformity  of  the  miniflrv  of  any 
“  church  by  the  governors  of  that  church  is  no  perfection.”  This  is  a 
ft  range  fentiment  to  come  from  the  pen  of  a  proteftant  prelate.  There  was 
no  perfection  then  in  the  reign  of  Queen  of  Mary.  It  was  no  perfection, 
when  the  jewifh  Sanhedrim  agreed,  “  that  if  any  man  did  confefs  that 

Jelus  was  the  Chrift,  he  fliould  be  put  out  of  the  Synagogue.”  Tt  was 
no  perfection,  when  the  parliament  impofed  the  Scots  covenant.  Ed. 
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brethren  the  bifhops,  in  his  perfecuting  zeal  againft  the  pu¬ 
ritans;  he  gave  out  orders  for  apparitors  and  other  officers 
to  go  from  church  to  church  in  time  of  divine  fervice,  to 
obferve  the  conformity  of  the  minifter,  and  to  make  report 
to  her  majefty’s  commiffioners.  As  this  prelate  had  no 
compaffion  in  his  nature,  he  had  little  or  up  regard  to  the 
laws  of  his  country,  or  the  cries  of  the  people  after  the 
word  of  God.  § 

Great  was  the  fcarcity  of  preachers  about  England  at 
this  time;  in  the  large  and  populous  town  of  Northampton 
there  was  not  one,  nor.diad  been  for  a  confiderable  time, 
though  die  people  applied  to  the  bifhop  of  the  diocefe  by 
moft  humble  fuppli cation  for  the  bread  of  life .  In  the  county 
of  Cornwall  there  were  140  clergymen,  not  one  of  which 
was  capable  of  preaching  a  fermon,  and  mold  of  them  were 
pluralifts  and  non-refidents.  Even  the  city  of  London  was 
in  a  lamentable  caufe,  as  appears  by  their  petition  to  the  par¬ 
liament  which  met  this  winter,  in  >vhich  are  thefe  words: 
—  May  it  pleafe  you  therefore,  for  the  tender  mercies  of 
God,  to  underhand  thewoful  efdate  of  many  thoufands  of 
fouls  dwelling  in  deep  darknefs,  and  in  the  fliadow  of  death, 
4C  in  this  famous  and  populous  city  of  London ;  a  place,  in 
“  refpecl  of  others,  accounted  aS  the  morning  ftar,  or  rather 
44  as  the  fun  in  its  brightnefs,  becaufe  of  the  gofpel,  fuppofed 
44  to  fhine  gterioufly  and  abundantly  in  the  fame;  but  being 
44  near  looked  into,  will  be  found  forely  eclipfed  and  darkened 
44  through  the  dim  cloud  of  unlearned  rninifters,  whereof 
44  there  be  no  fmall  number.,  There  are  in  this  city  a  great 
44  number  of  churches,  but  the  one  half  of  them  at  the  leafd 
are  utterly  unfurnifhed  of  preachiitg  rninifters,  and  are 
peftered  with  candlefiicks  not  of  gold  but  of  clay,  unworthy 
4  to  have  the  Lord’s  light  fet  in  them,  with  watchmen  that 
4  have  no  eyes,  and  clouds  that  have  no  water ;* — in  the 
other  half,  partly  by  means  of  non-refidents,  which  are 
very  many;  partly  through  the  poverty  of  many  meanly 
<c  qualified,  there  is  fcarcely  the  tenth ,  man  that  makes  con- 
44  fcience  to  wait  upon  his  charge,  whereby  the  Lord’s  fab- 

§  He  declared,  that  he  would  furely  and  feverely  punifh  thofe  who 
would  not  comply  with  the  ad  of  uniformity:  or  “  1  will  lie,”  'laid  he. 
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44  in  the  duff  for  it.” 
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“  bath  is  oft-times  wholly  negleftcd,  and  for  the  mod  part 
«  miferably  mangled;  ignorance  increafeth,  and  wickednefs 

comes  upon  us  like  an  armed  man. - As  fhecp  theiefoie 

going  allray,  we  humbly  >on  our  knees  befeech  this  hd- 
“  nourable  affembly,  in  the  bowels  and  blood  of  Jefus  Chrilt, 
“  to  become  humble  fuitors  to  her  majefty,  that  we  may  have 
“  guides;  as  hungry  men  bound  to  abide  by  our  empty  rack- 
“  Haves,  we  do  beg  of  you  to  be  means,  that  the  bread  of 
“  life  may  be  brought  home  to  us;  that  the  fower  may  come 
«  into  the  fallow  ground;  that  the  pipes  of  water  may  be 
“  brought  into  our  affemblies;  that  there  maybe  food  and 
refrefhing  for  us,  our  poor  wives  and  forlorn  children:  fo 
“  {hall  the  Lord  have  his  due  honour;  you  lhall  difcharge 
“  good  duty  to  her  majefty;  many  languilhing  fouls  lhall  be 
comforted;  atheifm  and  herefy  banilhed;  her  majefty  have 
<4  more  faithful  fubjetts;  'and  you  more  hearty  prayers  for 
“  your  profperity  in  this  life,  and  full  happinefs  in  the  life  to 
“  come,  through  jefus  Chrilt  our  alone  Saviour.  Amen”* 

'  In  the  fupplication  of  the  people  of  Cornwall ,  it  is  faid,§ 
cc  We  are  above  the  number  of  fourfcore  and  ten  thoufand 
“  fouls,  which  for  want  of  the  word  of  God  are  in  extreme 
“  mifery  and  ready  to  perilh,  and  this  neither  for  want  of 
44  maintenance  nor  place;  for  befides  the  impropriations  in 
u  our  Ihire,  we  allow  yearly  above  nine  thoufand  twoliun- 
cc  dred  pounds,  and  have  about  160  churches,  the  greateft 
u  part  of  which  are  fupplied  by  men  who  are  guilty  of  the 
4C  grolfeft  fms;  fome  fornicators,  fome  adulterers,  fome 
44  felons,  bearing  the  marks  in  their  hands  for  the  laid 
44  offence;  fome  drunkards,  gamefters  on  the  fabbath  day, 
44  &c.  We  have  many  non-refidents,  who  preach  but  once 
44  a  quarter;  fo  that  between  meal  and  meal  the  filly .fheep 
44  may  llarve.  We  have  fome  minifters  who  labour  painfully 
44  and  faithfully  in  the  Lord^s  hulbandry;  but  thefe  men  are 
44  not  fuffered  to  attend  their  callings,  becaufe  the  mouths  of 
44  papifts,  infidels,  and  filthy  livers,  are  open  againft  them, 
u  and  the  ears  of  thofe  who  are  called  lords  over  them, 
44  are  fooner  open  to  their  accufations,  though  it  be  but  for 
u  ceremonies,  than  to  the  others  anfwers.  Nor  is  it  fafe  for 

*  MS.  p.  302.  $  MS.  p.  300. 
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“  us  to  g°  an^  hear  them;  for  though  our  own  fountains 
“  are  dried  up,  yet  if  we  feek  for  the  waters  of  life  elfewhere, 
“  we  are  cited  into  the  fpiritual  courts,  reviled,  and  threat¬ 
ened  with  excommunication.  Therefore  from  far  we 
“  come,  befeeching  this  honourable  houfe  to  difpoffefs  thefe 
“  dumb  dogs  and  ravenous  wolves,  and  appoint  us  faithful 
“  minillers,  who  may  peaceably  preach  the  word  of  God, 
“  and  not  be  difquieted  by  every  apparitor,  regifter,  official, 

commiffioner,  chancellor,  &c.  upon  every  light  occa- 
“  fion - .” 

The  ground  of  this  fcarcity  was  no  other  than  the  feverity 
of  the  high  commiffion,  and  the  narrow  terms  of  con¬ 
formity.  Moll  of  the  old  incumbents,  fays  Dr.  Keltridge ,* 
are  difguifed  papifts,  fitter  to  fport  with  the  timbrel  and  pipe, 
than  to  take  into  their  hands  the  book  of  the  Lord;  and 
yet  there  was  a  rifing  generation  of  valuable  preachers  ready 
for  the  minillry,  if  they  might  have  been  encouraged;  for 
in  a  fupplication  of  fome  of  the  ftudents  at  Cambridge  to 
the  parliament  about  this  time,  they  acknowledge,  that 
there  were  plenty  of  able  and  well-furniffied  men  among 
them,  but  that  they  could  not  get  into  places  upon  equal 
conditions;  but  unlearned  men,  nay  the  fcum  of  the  people, 
were  preferred  before  them;  fo  that  in  this  great  want  of 
labourers,  we  (fay  they)  Hand  idle  in  the  market-place  all 
the  day,  being  urged  with  fubfcriptions  before  the  biffiops, 
to  approve  the  Romifli  hierarchy ,  and  all  the  effe£ls  of  that 
government  to  be  agreeable  to  the  word  of  God,  w'hich  with 
no  fafety  of  confcience  we  can  accord  unto.  They  then  offer 
a  conference  or  difputation,  as  the  Queen  and  parliament  ffiall 
agree,  to  put  an  amicable  end  to  thefe  differences,  that  the 
church  may  recover  fome  difcipline,  that  fimony  and  perjury 
may  be  banilhed,  and  that  all  that  are  willing  to  promote 
the  falvation  of  fouls  may  be  employed;  but  the  Queen  and 
biffiops  were  againft  it. 

All  the  publick  converfation  at  this  time  ran  upon  the 
Queen’s  marriage  with  the  duke  of  Anjou,  a  French  papift, 
which  was  thought  to  be  as  good  as  concluded ;  the  proteftant 
part  of  the  nation  were  difpleafed  with  it,  and  fome  warm 


*  Life  of  Aylmer,  p.  32, 
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divines  exprelTed  their  dark  apprehenfions  in  the  pulpit. — - 
The  puritans  in  general  made  a  loud  proteft  againft  the  match, 
as  dreading  the  confequences  of  a  protejiant  body  being 
under  a  popijh  head .  Mr.  John  Stubbs ,  a  ftudent  of  Lincolns « 
fan,  whofe  filter  Mr.  Cartwright  had  married,  a  gentleman 
of  excellent  parts,  publifhed  a  treatife  this  fummer,  entitled 
the  gaping  gulph,  wherein  England  will  be J wallowed  up 
with  the  French  marriage ;  wherewith  the  Queen  was  fo 
incenfed,  that  fhe  immediately  iffued  out  a  proclamation  to 
fupprefs  the  book,  and  to  apprehend  the  author  and  printer. 
At  the  fame  time  the  lords  of  the  council  wrote  circular 
letters  to  the  clergy,  to  remove  all  furmifes  about  the  danger 
of  the  reformation,  in  cafe  the  match  Ihould  take  place, 
affuring  them  the  Queen  would  fulfer  no  alterations  in  re¬ 
ligion  by  any  treaty  with  the  duke ,  and  forbidding  them  in 
their  fermons  or  difcourfes  to  meddle  with  fuch  high  matters. 
Mr.  Stubbs  the  author,  Singleton  the  printer,  and  Page  the 
difperfer  of  the  above-mentioned  book,  were  apprehended, 
and  fentenced  to  have  their  right  hands  cut  off,  by  virtue  of 
a  law  made  in  Queen  Mary’s  reign  againft  the  authors  and 
difperfers  of  feditious  writings:  The  printer  was  pardoned, 
but  Mr.  Stubbs  and  Page  were  brought  to  a  fcaffold,  ere&ed 
in  the  market-place  at  Wejlminjler ,  where  with  a  terrible 
formality  their  right  hands  were  cut  off,  by  driving  a  clever 
through  the  wrift  with  a  mallet  ;§  but  I  remember  (fays 
Cambden ,  being  prefent)  that  as  foon  as  Stubbs’s  right  hand 
was  cut  off,  he  pulled  off  his  hat  with  his  left ,  and  faid 
with  a  loud  voice,  God  fave  the  S$ueen,  to  the  amazement 
of  the  fpeftators,  who  flood  filent,  either  out  of  horror  of 
the  punilhment,  or  pity  to  the  man,  or  hatred  of  the  match. 
Mr  .Stubbs  proved  afterwards  a  faithful  fubjeft  to  her  majefty, 
and  a  valiant  commander  in  the  wars  of  Ireland. 

•  At  the  beginning  of  the  next  feffions  of  parliament,  which 
was  Jan.  io,  1580,  the  commons  voted,  “  That  as  many 
<c  of  their  members  as  conveniently  could,  fliould,  on  the 
“  Sunday  fortnight,  affemble  and  meet  together  in  the  T mple 

§  This,  “  fays  Bifhop  TVarburton ,  was  infinitely  more  cruel  than  all  the 
“  ears  under  Charles  I.  whether  we  ponfider  the  punilhment,  the  crime,  or 
“the man”  Ed. 
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“  church,  there  to  have  preaching,  and  to  join  together 
“  *n  prayer,  with  humiliation  and  fading,  for  the  affiltance 
of  God’s  fpirit  in  all  their  confultations,  during  this  par- 
“  hament;  and  lor  the  prefervation  of  the  Queen’s  majedy 
“  and  her  realms.”*  rlhe  houfe  was  fo  cautious  as  not  to 
name  their  preachers,  for  fear  they  might  be  thought  puri- 
tankal,  but  referred  it  to  iuch  of  her  majedy’s  privy  council 
as  were  members  of  the  houfe.  There  was  nothing  in  this 
vote  contrary  to  law,  or  unbecoming  the  wifdom  of  parlia¬ 
ment;  but  the  Queen  was  no  fooner  acquainted  with  it,  than 
die  fent  word  by  Sir  Chrijlophcr  Hatton,  her  vice-chanber- 
lain,  that  “  She  did  much  admire  at  fo  great  a  radinefs  in 
“  that  houfe,  as  to  put  in  execution  fuch  an  innovation, 
“  without  her  privity  and  pleafure  fird  made  known  to 
“  them.”  Upon  which  it  was  moved  by  the  courtiers,  that 
the  houfe  fhould  acknowledge  their  offence  and  contempt, 
and  humbly  crave  forgivenefs,  with  a  full  purpofe  to 
“  forbear  committing  the  like  for  the  future;”  which  was 
voted  accordingly.  A  mean  and  abjeft  fpirit  in  the  repre- 
lentative  body  of  the  nation!  '  ■ 

Her  majedy  having  forbid  her  parliament  to  appoint  times 
for  fadin  g  and  prayer ?  took  hold  of  the  opportunity,  and 
gave  the  like  injunctions  to  her  clergy;  fome  of  whom, 
after  the  putting  down  of  the  prophesyings,  had  ventured 
to  agree  upon  days  of  private  fading  and  prayer  for  the  Oueen 
and  church,  and  for  exhorting  the  people  to  repentance 
and  reformation  of  life,  at  fuch  times  and  places  where  they 
could  obtain  a  pulpit.  All  the  puritans,  and  the  more  devout 
part  of  the  conforming  clergy,  fell  in  with  thefe  appointment s*y 
fometimes  there  was  one  at  Leicefter ;  fometimes  at  Coventry 
and  at  Stamford ,  and  in  other  places;  where  fix  or  leven 
neighbouring  miniders  joined  together  in  thefe  exercifes; 
but  as  foon  as  the  Queen  was  acquainted  with  them,  fide 
fent  a  warm  meffage  to  the  archbifhop  to  fupprefs  them,  as 
being  fet  up  by  private  perfons,  without  authority,  in  defi¬ 
ance  of  the  laws,  and  of  her  prerogative^ 

Mr.  Prowd ,  the  puritan  minider  of  Burton  upon  Dunmore , 
complains,  in  a  melancholy  letter  to  Lord  Burleigh ,  of  the 
fad  date  of  religion,  by  iuppreding  the  exercifes ;  and  by 

§  Heylinb  Aerius  Pvedivivus,  p.  286. 
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forbidding  the  meeting  of  a  few  minifters  and  chriftians,  to 
pray  for  the  prefervation  of  the  proteftant  religion,  in  this 
dangerous  crifis  of  the  Queen's  marrying  with  a  papi/i.  .  He 
doubted  whether  his  lordfliip  dealt  fo  plainly  with  her  majefty 
as  his  knowledge  of  thefe  things  required,  and  begs  him 
to  interpofe.  But  the  Queen  Was  determined  againft  all 
prayers ,  except  what  herfelf  ftiould  appoint. 

We  have  already  taken  notice  of  the  petitions  and  fup- 
plications  to  parliament  from  London ,  Cornwall ,  and  fome 
other  places,  for  redrefs  of  grievances;  but  the  houfe  was 
fo  intimidated  by  the  Queen’s  fpirited  behaviour,  that  they 
durft  not  interpofe,  any  further  than  in  conjunftion  with  fome 
of  the  bifhops,  to  petition  her  majefty  as  head  of  the  church , 
to  redrefs  them.  The  Queen  promifed  to  take  order  about 
it,  with  all  convenient  fpeed;  putting  them  in  mind  at  the 
fame  time,  that  all  motions  for  reformation  in  religion  ought  to 
arife  from  none  but  herfelf 

But  her  majefty’ s  fentiments  differed  from  the  parliament’s; 
her  greateft  grief  was  the  increafe  of  puritans  and  non-confor - 
mifts ,  and  therefore,  inftead  of  eafing  them,  fhe  girt  the  laws 
clofer  about  them,  in  order  to  bring  them  to  an  exacf  con¬ 
formity.  Information  being  given,  that  fome  who  had  livings 
in  the  church,  and  preached  weekly,  did  not  adminifter  the 
facrament  to  their  parifliioners  in  their  own  perfons,  her 
majefty  commanded  her  bifhops  in  their  vifitations,  to  enquire 
after  fuch  half  conformists  as  disjoined  one  part  of  their 
fun&ion  from  the  other,  and  to  compel  them  by  ecclefiaftical 
cenfures  to  perform  the  whole  at  leaft  twice  a  year.  The 
puritan  minifters  being  diffatisfied  with  the  promifeuous  ne¬ 
ed’s  of  all  perfons  to  the  communion,  and  with  feveral  paf- 
fages  in  the  office  for  the  Lord's  fupper ,  fome  of  them  ufed 
to  provide  qualified  clergymen  to  adminifter  the  ordinance  in 
their  room;  but  this  was  now  made  a  handle  for  their  ejeft- 
ment:  Inquifition  was  made,  and  thofe  who  after  admonition 
would  not  conform  to  the  Queen’s  pleafure  were  fent  for 
before  the  commiflioners,  and  deprived. 

Though  the  fprings  of  difeipline  moved  but  (lowly  m  the 
diocefe  of  Canterbury ,  becaufe  the  metropolitan ,  who  is  the 
firft  mover  in  ecclefiaftical  caufes  under  the  Queen,  was  fuf- 
pended  and  in  difgrace;  yet  the  fufferings  of  die  puritans 

were 
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Were  not  leffened;  the  other  biftiops,  who  were  in  the  high 
commiflion ,  doubled  their  diligence;  the  Reverend  Mr.  Najh 
was  in  the  Marfhalfea ,  Mr.  Drewet  in  Newgate,  and  feveral 
others  were  {hut  up  in  the  prifons  in  and  about  London . — 
Thofe  that  were  at  liberty  had  nothing  to  do,  for  they  might 
not  preach  in  publick  without  full  conformity;  nor  affemble 
in  private  to  mourn  over  their  own  and  the  nation’s  fins, 
without  the  danger  of  a  prifon. 

This  exafperated  their  fpirits,  and  put  them  upon  writing 
fatyrical  pamphlets  §  againft  their  adverfaries;  in  fome  of 
which  there  are  fevere  expreflions  againft  the  unpreaching 
clergy,  calling  them  (in  the  language  of  fcripture)  dumb  dogs , 
becaufe  they  took  no  pains  for  the  inftru&ion  of  their  parifli- 
*  ioners;  the  authors  glanced  at  the  feverity  of  the  laws, 
at  the  pride  and  ambition  of  the  biftiops,  at  the  illegal  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  the  high  commiflion,  and  at  the  unjuftifiable 
rigours  of  the  Queen’s  government;  which  her  majefty  being 
informed  of,  procured  a  ftatute  this  very  parliament,*  [1580] 
by  which  it  is  enafted,  that  44  If  any  perfon  or  perfons,  forty 
44  days  after  the  end  of  this  feflion,  {hall  devife,  or  write, 
44  or  print,  or  fet  forth  any  manner  of  book ,  rhime ,  ballad , 
44  letter ,  or  writing ,  containing  any  falfe,  feditious,  or  flan- 
44  derous  matter,  to  the  defamation  of  the  Queen’s  majefty, 
44  or  to  the  encouraging,  ftirring,  or  moving  of  any  infur- 
44  reftion  or  rebellion  within  this  realm,  or  any  of  the  domi- 
44  nions  to  the  fame  belonging:  or  if  any  perfon  or  perfons 
44  {hall  procure  fuch  books ,  rhimes ,  or  ballads ,  to  be  written, 
44  printed,  or  publilhed,  (the  faid  offence  not  being  within 
64  the  compafs  of  treafon,  by  virtue  of  any  former  ftatute) 
44  that  then  the  faid  offenders,  upon  fufficient  proof  by  two 
44  witneffes,  ftiall  fuffer  death  and  lofs  of  goods ,  as  in  cafe  of 
44  felony .”  This  ftatute  was  to  continue  in  force  only  during 
the  life  of  the  prefent  queen;  but  within  that  compafs  of  time, 
fundry  of  the  puritans  were  put  to  death  by  virtue  of  it. 

In  the  fame  feflion  of  parliament,  another  fevere  law  was 
made,  which  like  a  two-edged  fword  cut  down  both  papifts 

§  Bifhop  Warburton  cenfures  Mr.  Neal  for  not  fpeaking  m  much  feverer 
terms  of  thefe  pamphlets.  But  he  fhould  have  adverted  to  our  author’s 
grave  cenfure  of  them,  in  chap.  viii.  and  have  recollected  that  (C  the  writers  on 
the  church  fide  came  not  behind  their  adverfaries  in  buffoonery  and  ridicule.” 
Thofe  were  the  weapons  of  the  age.  *  23  Eliz.  cap.  2. 
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and  puritans;  it  was  entitled,  An  ad  to  retain  the  Queen's 
fubjecls  in  their  due  obedience:*  “  By  which  it  is  made  treafon, 
«  for  any  prieft  or  jefuit  to  feduce  any  of  the  Queen  s  fubjefts, 
“  from  the  ejlablijhed  to  the  Romijh  religion.  If  any  fliall 
«  reconcile  themfelves  to  that  religion,  they  fliall  be  guilty  of 
u  treafon:  And  to  harbour  fuch  above  twenty  days,  is  mil- 
44  prifion  of  treafon.  If  any  one  fliall  fay  ?nafs ,  he  fliall  forfeit 
44  200  marks  and  fuffer  a  year’s  imprisonment  $  and  they 
44  that  are  prefent  at  hearing  mafs  fliall  forfeit  i  oo  marks,  and 
44  a  year’s  imprifonment.”  But  that  the  aft  might  be  more 
extenfive,  and  comprehend  proteflant  non-confoi  miffs  as  well 
as  papifls ,  it  is  further  enafted,  44  T  hat  all  perfons  that  do  not 
44  come  to  church  or  chapel,  or  other  place  where  common 
44  prayer  is  faid,  according  to  the  aft  of  uniformity,  Shall  forfeit 
44  twenty  pounds  per  month  to  the  Queen,  being  thereof  law- 
44  fully  convifted,  and  fuffer  imprifonment  till  paid.  Thofe 
44  that  are  abfent  for  twelve  months  fliall,  upon  ceitificate 
44  made  thereof  into  the  King’  s-Bench,  befides  their  former 
44  fine,  be  bound  with  two  fufficient  Sureties  in  a  bond  of  two 
44  hundred  pounds,  for  their  good  behaviour.  Every  fchool- 
44  mafier  that  does  not  come  to  common-prayer ,  fliall  forfeit 
44  ten  pounds  a  month,  be  difabled  from  teaching  School, 
44  and  fuffer  a  year’s  imprifonment.”  This  was  making 
merchandize  of  the  fouls  of  men  (fays  a  reverend  author);! 
for  it  is  a  fad  cafe  to  fell  men  a  licence  to  do  that  which  the 
receivers  of  their  money  conceive  to  be  unlawful.  Befides, 
the  fine  was  unmerciful;  by  the  aft  of  uniformity,  it  was 
twelve  pence  a  Sunday  for  not  coming  to  church,  but  now 
twenty  pounds  a  month;  fo  that  the  meaner  people  had  no¬ 
thing  to  expeft  but  to  rot  in  jails,  which  made  the  officers 
unwilling  to  apprehend  them.  1  hus  the  Oueen  and  her 
parliament  tacked  the  puritans  to  the  papifls,  and  fubjefted 
them  to  the  fame  penal  laws,  as  if  they  had  been  equal 
enemies  to  her  perfon  and  government,  and  to  the  proteftant 
religion,  A  precedent  followed  by  feveral  parliaments  in  the 

Succeeding  reigns. 

The  convocation  did  nothing  but  prefent  an  humble  pe¬ 
tition  to  the  Queen,  to  take  off  the  archbifhop’s  fequeflration, 
tyhich  her  mgjefty  was  not  pleafed  to  grant. 

!  Fuller,  h.  ix.  p.  131* 
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This  fummer  Aylmer  bifhop  of  London, ,  held  a  vifitation 
of  his  clergy,  at  the  convocation  houfe  of  St.  Paul's,  and 
obliged  them  to  fobfcribe  the  following  articles;  i.  Exactly 
to  veep  to  tne  book  of  common  prayer  and  facraments.  2. 
1  o  wear  the  iurplice  in  all  their  miniftrations.  3.  Not  add 

or  dimmilh  any  thing  in  reading  divine  fervice _ He  then 

made  the  following  enquiries,  1.  Whether  all  that  had  cure 

or  lou.s  admmiftered  the  facraments  in  perfon?  2.  Whether 

ttiey  obferved  the  ceremonies  to  be  ufed  in  baptifm  and  mar- 
riager  3.  Whether  the  youth  were  catechifed?  4.  Whether 
their  mimfters  read  the  homilies?  5.  Whether  any  of  them 
called  others  that  did  not  preach  by  ill  names,  as  dumb  doZs? 
Inoie  who  cud  not  fubfcribe,  and  anfwer  the  interrogatories 

to  his  lordlhip’s  fatisfacHon,  were  immediately  fulpended 
and  filenced.  x 

.  But  tilefe  violent  meafures,  inftead  of  reconciling  the  pu- 
mans  to  the  church,  drove  them  further  from  it.  Men  who 
aft  upon  principles*  will  not  eafily  be  beaten  from  them  with 
tne  ai  tiller  y  of  canons,  injunctions,  fubfcriptions,  lines,  im- 
prnonmtnts,  &c.  much  lefs  will  they  efceem  a  church  that 
fights  with  fuch  weapons.  Multitudes  were  by  thefe  methods 
carried  off  to  a  total  icparation,  and  fo  far  prejudiced,  as 
Hut  lq  allow  the  church  or  England  to  be  a  true  church,  nor 
her  miniiieis  tiue  m millers \  they  renounced  all  communion 
with  her,^  not  only  in  the  prayers  and  ceremonies,  but  in 
hearing  tne  word  and  the  facraments.  Thefe  were  the 
peopiC  called  J3rownists,§  from  one  Robert  Brown ,  a 
preacher  in  the  diocefe  of  Norwich ,  defcendcd  of  an  ancient 
and  honourable  family  in  R.utlandfhire ,  and  nearly  related  to 
tiiL.  lean  tieamiei  Cecity  lie  was  educated  in  Corpus  Chrijii 

?  o  co  fo  is  highly  virtuous  and  praife-worthy.  It  is  the  fupport  of 
integrity,  and  conftitutes  excellence  of  character:  '  Yet,  in  this  inftance, 
fifiop  Warburton  could  allow  himfeif  to  degrade  and  make  a  jeft  of  it. 

It  is  juft  the  fame  (fays  he)  with  men  who  aft  upon  paftion  and  prejudice, 

‘  for  the  poet  fays  truly, 

“  Obftinacv  ’s  ne’er  To  ftifr 

<(  As  when  ’tis  in  a  wrong  belief.”  Ed. 

$  With  them  commenced  the  third  period  of  puritanifm.  The  increa¬ 
sing  -Severity  cf  the  bifhops  inflamed,  inftead  of  fubduing,  the  fpirits  of  the 
npn-confbrmifts,  and  drove  them  to  a  greater  diftance  from  the  eftablifh- 
ment.  I$p? 

coIIegCj 
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college,  Cambridge ,  and  preached  fometimes  in  Bene't  church, 
where  the  vehemence  of  his  delivery  gained  him  reputation 
with  the  people.  He  was  firft  a  fchool-mafter,  then  a  lecturer 
at  lflington\  but  being  a  fiery,  hot-headed  young  man,  he 
went  about  the  countries,  inveighing  againft  the  difcipline 
and  ceremonies  of  the  church,  and  exhorting  the  people  by 
no  means  to  comply  with  them.  He  was  firft  taken  notice 
of  by  the  bifhop  of  Norwich ,  who  committed  him  to  the 
cuftody  of  the  fheriff  of  the  county  in  the  year  1580,  but 
upon  acknowledgement  of  his  offence  he  was  releafed.  In 
the  year  1  ^82,  he  publifhed  a  book  called  the  life  and  man - 
tiers  of  true  chrifiians ;  to  which  is  prefixed,  a  treat  if e  of  re¬ 
formation  without  tarrying  for  any ;  and  of  the  wickedncfs  of 
thofe  preachers  who  will  not  reform  thcmf elves  and  their  charge , 
becaife  they  will  tarry  till  the  magijlrate  command  and  compel 
them .  For  this  he  was  fen t  for  again  into  cuftody,  and  upon 
examination  confeffed  himfelf  the  author,  but  denied  that  he 
was  acquainted  with  the  publication  of  the  book;  where¬ 
upon  he  was  difmiffed  a  fecond  time  at  the  interceflion  of  the 
lord  treafurer,  and  fent  home  to  his  father,  with  whom  he 
continued  four  years;  after  which  he  travelled  up  and  down 
the  countries  in  company  with  his  affiftant  Richard  Harrifony 
preaching  againft  bfjops ,  ceremonies ,  ecclefiajhcal  courts ,  or¬ 
daining  of  minfers ,  &c.  for  which,  as  he  afterwards  boafted, 
he  had  been  committed  to  thirty-two  prifons,  in  fome  of 
which  he  could  not  fee  his  hand  at  noon-day.  At  length 
he  gathered  a  feparate  congregation  of  his  own  principles; 
but  the  Queen  and  her  billiops  watching  them  narrowly, 
they  were  quickly  forced  to  leave  the  kingdom.  Several 
of  his  friends  embarked  with  their  effefts  for  Holland ;  and 
having  obtained  leave  of  the  magiftrates  to  worfhip  God 
in  their  own  way,  fettled  at  Middleburgh  in  Zealand .  Here 
Mr.  R?  'own  formed  a  church  according  to  his  own  model; 
but  when  this  handful  of  people  were  delivered  from  the 
bifhops  their  oppreffors,  they  crumbled  into  parties  among 
themfelves,  infomuch  that  Brown ,  being  weary  of  his  office, 
returned  into  England  in  the  year  1580,  and  having  renounced, 
his  principles  of  feparation,  became  reft  or  of  Achurch  in 
Northamptonjhire:  Here  he  lived  an  idle  and  diffolute  life, 
(according  to  Fuller ■*)  far  from  that  fabbatariau  ftriftnefs 

*  B.  x.  p.  263.  that; 
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that  his  followers  afpired  after.  He  had  a  wife,  with  whom 
he  did  not  live  for  many  years,  and  a  church  in  which  he 
never  preached;  at  length,  being  poor  and  proud,  and  very 
paffionate,  he  ftruck  the  conftable  of  his  parifh  for  demand, 
ing  a  rate  of  him ;  and  being  beloved  by  no  body,  the  officer 
fummoned  him  before  Sir  Roland  St.  ’John ,  a  neighbouring 
juftice  of  peace,  who  committed  him  to  Northampton  gaol; 
the  decrepid  old  man,  not  being  able  to  walk,  was  carried 
thither  upon  a  feather-bed  in  a  cart,  where  he  fell  fick  and 
died,  in  the  year  1630,  and  in  the  81ft  year  of  his  age. 

The  revolt  of  Mr.  Brown  broke  up  his  congregation  at 
Midd/eburgh ,  but  was  far  from  deflroying  the  feeds  of  fepa- 
ration  that  he  had  fown  in  feveral  parts  of  England-,  his  fol¬ 
lowers  increafed,  and  made  a  confiderable  figure  towards  the 
latter  end  of  this  reign;  and  becaufe  fome  of  his  principles 
were  adopted  and  improved  by  a  confiderable  body  of  puri¬ 
tans  in  the  next  age,  I  lhall  here  give  an  account  of  them. 

The  Brownists  did  not  differ  from  the  church  of  Eng¬ 
land  in  any  articles  of  faith;  but  were  very  rigid  and  narrow 
in  points  of  difcipline.  They  denied  the  church  of  England 
to  be  a  true  church,  and  her  minifters  to  be  rightly  ordained. 
They  maintained  the  difcipline  of  the  church  of  England 
to  be  popiih  and  antichriftian,  and  all  her  ordinances  and 
facraments  invalid.  Hence  they  forbad  their  people  to  join 
with  them  in  prayer,  in  hearing,  or  in  any  part  of  publick 
worffiip;  nay,  they  not  only  renounced  communion  with  the 
church  of  England ,  but  with  all  other  reformed  churches, 
except  fuch  as  Ihould  be  of  their  own  model. 

They  apprehended,  according  to  fcripture,  that  every 
church  ought  to  be  confined  within  the  limits  of  a  fingle 
congregation;  and  that  the  government  fliould  be  demo¬ 
crat!  cal.  When  a  church  was  to  be  gathered,  fuch 
as  defired  to  be  members  made  a  confeflion  of  their  faith  in 
the  prefence  of  each  other,  and  figned  a  covenant,  obli¬ 
ging  themfelves  to  walk  together  in  the  order  of  the  gofpel, 
according  to  certain  rules  and  agreements  therein  contained. 

The  whole  power  of  admitting  and  excluding  members, 
with  the  deciding  of  all  controverfies,  was  in  the  brotherhood. 
Their  church  officers  for  preaching  the  word,  and  taking  care 
of  the  poor,  were  chofen  from  among  themfelves, and  feparated 

to 
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to  their  feveral  offices  by  failing  and  prayer,  and  impofition 
of  the  hands  of  fome  of  the  brethren.  They  did  not  allow 
the priejihood  to  be  a  diftinCt  order,  or  to  give  a  man  an  inde¬ 
lible  character;  but  as  the  vote  of  the  brotherhood  made 
him  an  officer,  and  gave  him  authority  to  preach  and  admi- 
nifter  the  facraments  among  them;  fo  the  fame  power  could 
difcharge  him  from  his  office,  and  reduce  him  to  the  ftate 
of  a  private  member. 

When  the  number  of  communicants  was  larger  than  could 
meet  in  one  place,  the  church  divided,  and  chofe  new  officers 
from  among  themfelves  as  before,  living  together  as  filler 
churches,  and  giving  each  other  the  right  hand  of  fellow- 
fliip,  or  the  privilege  of  communion  with  either.  One 
church  might  not  exercife  jurifdi&ion  or  authority  over  ano¬ 
ther,  but  each  might  give  the  other  counfel,  advice,  or  ad¬ 
monition,  if  they  walked  diforderly,  or  abandoned  the 
capital  truths  of  religion;  and  if  the  offending  church  did 
not  receive  the  admonition,  the  others  were  to  withdraw, 
and  publickly  difown  them  as  a  church  of  Chrifl.  The 
powers  of  their  church  officers  were  confined  within  the 
narrow  limits  of  their  own  fociety ;  the  paftor  of  one  church 
might  not  adminifter  the  facrament  of  baptifm  or  the  Lord’s 
fupper  to  any  but  thofe  of  his  own  communion  and  their 
immediate  children.  They  declared  againfl  all  prefcribed 
forms  of  prayer.  Any  lay-brother  had  the  liberty  of  pro- 
phefying,  or  giving  a  word  of  exhortation,  in  their  church 
affemblies;  and  it  was  ufual  after  fermon,  for  fome  of  the 
members  to  afk  queflions,  and  confer  with  each  other  upon 
the  doftrines  that  had  been  delivered;  but  as  for  church 
cenfures,  they  were  for  an  entire  feparation  of  the  eccle- 
fiaflical  and  civil  fword.  In  fhort,  every  church,  or  fociety 
of  chriflians  meeting  in  one  place,  was,  according  to  the 
Brownists,  a  body  corporate,  having  full  power  within  itfelf 
to  admit  and  exclude  members,  to  choofe  and  ordain  officers; 
and,  when  the  good  of  the  fociety  required  it,  to  depofe  them, 
without  being  accountable  to  claffes,  convocations,  fynods, 
councils,  or  any  jurifdiftion  whatfoever. 

Some  of  their  reafons  for  withdrawing  from  the  church 
are  not  eafily  anfwered:  They  alledged,  that  the  laws  of  the 
realm,  and  the  Queen’s  injunctions,  had  made  feveral  unwar¬ 
rantable 
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ratable  additions  to  the  inflitutions  of  Chrifl.  That  there 
jjf.  evera  8ro^s  errors  in  the  church  fer-vice.  That  thefe 
. u!tlons  and  errors  were  impofed  and  made  neceffary  to 
ommunion.  I  hat  if  perfection  for  confcience  fake^was 
the  mark  of  a  falfe  church,  they  could  not  believe  the  church 

tft  -a  tni?-  °ne-  The?  aPP^hended  further, 

‘  the  conftitution  or  the  hierarchy  was  too  bad  to  be 

mended;  that  the  very  pillars  of  it  were  rotten,  and  that 

rit-ti' UC  C  be  begun  anew>  Since  therefore  all 
‘  il  i;u:s  ar^  o|)l]ged  to  preferve  the  ordinances  of  Chrifl 
pin  e  and  undefiled,  they  refolved  to  lay  a  new  foundation, 
and  keep  as  near  as  they  could  to  the  primitive  pattern 

though  it  were  with  the  hazard  of  all  that  was  dear  to  then 
m  the  world. 

This  fcheme  of  the  Brown  fs  fee  ms  to  be  formed  upon 
t  te  piachce  of  the  apoftolical  churches,  before  the  gifts  of 
tnjp, ration  and  prophecy  were  ceafed,  and  is  therefore  hardly 
practicable  in  thefe  latter  ages,  wherein  the  infirmities  and 
pamons  of  private  perfons  too  often  take  place  of  their  o-ift$ 
and  graces.  Accordingly  they  were  involved  in  frequent 
quai  rels  and  divifions;  but  their  chief  crime  was  their  uncha- 
rMblenejs,  m  unchurching  the  whole  chriltian  world,  and 
breaking  on  all  manner  of  communion  in  hearing  the  word 
in  pubhek  prayer,  and  in  the  adminillration  of  thefacraments’ 
not  oni>'  Wlth  l!ie  church  of  England,  but  with  all  foreign 
rammed  churches,  which,  though  lefs  pure,  ought  certainly 
to  be  owned  as  churches  of  Chrifl.  .  ' 

ihe  heads  of  the  Browni/ls  were,  Mr.  Brown  himfelf 
and  his  companion  Mr.  Harr  if  on,  together  with  Mr.  Tyler, 
Copping,  1  'hacker ,  and  others,  who  were  now  in  prifon  for 
fpreading  iiis  books;  the  two  lafl  being  afterwards  put  to 
death:  for  it.  ^  I  he  Bifirop  of  Norwich  ufed  them  cruelly 
aad  was  higuly  difpleafed  with  thefe  that  fliewed  them  any 
countenance.  \  v  hen  the  p-nfoner  above-mentioned,  with 
Mr.  hand  [on  and  fome  others,  complained  to  the  juflices  at 
their  quarter  lemons  of  their  long  and  illegal  imprifonment, 
their  worjhips  were  pleafed  to  move  the  bifhops  in  their 
favour;  with  which  his  lordfhip  was  fo  difiatisfied,  that  he 
diew  up  twelve  articles  or  impeachment  againll  the  jujltces 
themj elves,  and  caufed  them  to  be  fummoned  before  the 

Queen 
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Queen  and  council  to  anfwer  for  their  mifdemeanors.*  In 
the  articles  they  are  charged  with  countenancing  Copping , 
Tyler,  and  other  diforderly  clergymen.  They  are  accuftd 
of  contempt  of  his  lordlhip’s  jurifdiftion,  in  refufing  to 
admit  divers  minifters  whom  he  had  ordained,  becaufe  they 
were  ignorant,  and  could  only  read;  and  for  removing  one 
Wood  front  his  living  on  the  fame  account.  Sir  Robert  Jcrmin 
and  Sir  John  High  am ,  knights,  and  Robert  Ajhfield  and 
Thomas  Badley ,  efquires,  gentlemen  of  Suffolk  and  Norfolk , 
and  of  the  number  of  the  aforefaid  juftices,  gave  in  their 
anfwer  to  the  bilhop’s  articles  in  the  name  of  the  reft;  in 
which,  after  averting  their  own  conformity  to  the  rites  and 
ceremonies  of  the  church,  they  very  juftly  tax  his  lordfliip 
with  cruelty,  in  keeping  men  fo  many  years  in  prifon,  without 
bringing  them  to  a  trial,  according  to  law;  and  are  afhamed 
that  a  bifhop  of  the  church  of  England  fhould  be  a  patron 
of  ignorance,  and  an  enemy  to  the  preaching  the  word  of 
God.  Upon  this  the  juftices  were  difmi$ed.  But  though 
the  Lord  Treafurer ,  Lord  North ,  *Sir  Robert  Jermin ,  and 
others,  wrote  to  the  bifhop,  that  Mr.  Handfon ,  who  tvas  a 
learned  and  ufeful  preacher,  might  have  a  licence  granted 
him,  the  angry  prelate  declared  peremptorily,  that  he  never 
fliould  have  one,  unlefs  he  would  acknowledge  his  fault, 
and  enter  into  bonds  for  his  good  behaviour  for  the  future. 

While  the  bifhops  were  driving  the  puritans  out  of  the 
pulpits,  the  nobility  and  gentry  received  them,  into  their 
houfes  as  chaplains  and  tutors  to  their  children,  not  merely 
out  of  compaffion,  but  from  a  fenfe  of  their  real  worth  and 
ufefulnefs;  for  they  were  men  of  undiflembled  piety  and 
devotion;  mighty  in  the  feriptures;  zealous  for  the  pro- 
teftant  religion;  of  exemplary  lives;  far  remote  from  the 
liberties  and  fafhionable  vices  of  the  times;  and  indefatiuahly 
diligent  in  inftrufting  thofe  committed  to  their  care.  Here 
they  were  covered  from  their  oppreffors ;  they  preached  in 
the  family,  and  catechifed  the  children;  which,  without  all 
queftion,  had  a  confxderable  influence  upon  the  next  vene¬ 
ration. 

The  papifts  were  now  very  aftive  all  over  the  country* 
fwarms  of  jefuits  came  over  from  the.feminaries  abroad,  in 


*  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  iiL  p,  zo. 
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'  6  ,ance  of  rIlre  Iaw;§  and  Spread  their  books  of  devotion 
and  controverfy  among  the  common  people;  they  had  their 

private  conventicles  almoft  in  every  market-town  in  England • 
m  the  northern  counties  they  were  more  numerous  than  the 
proteftants.  This  put  the  government  upon  enquiring  after 
their  priefts ;  many  of  whom  were  apprehended,  and  three 
were  executed  viz.  Edmund  Campion ,  a  learned  and  fubtle 
jefuit,  educated  in  Cambridge ,  where  he  continued  till  the 
year  1569,  when  he  travelled  to  Rome,  and  entered  himfelf 
into  the  fociety  of  Jefus,  1573.  Some  years  after  he  came 

111  2  v” f  an<  traveded  the  countries  to  propagate  the 
cathohck  faith.  Being  apprehended  he  was  put  on  the  rack 
to  uncover  the  gentlemen  who  harboured  him,  and  after¬ 
wards  was  hanged,  drawn,  and  quartered,  when  he  was  but 
forty-one  years  of  age.  The  other  two  that  fuffered  with 
him,  were  Ralph  Sherwin,  and  Alexander  Bryant.  Thefe 
were  executed  for  an  example,  but  the  reft  were  fpared 
became  the  Queen’s  match  with  the  duke  of  Anjou  was’ 
hill  depending.  However,  the  proteftants  in  the  Netherlands 
being  m  diftrefs,  the  Queen  affided  them  with  men  and 
money,  for  which  they  delivered  into  her  maiefty’s  hands 
tne  molt  important  fortrefles  of  their  country,  which  fhe 
garrifoned  with  Englijh.  She  alfo  fent  relief  to  the  French 
proteftants,  who  were  at  war  with  their  natural  prince;  and 
ordered  a  colleftion  all  over  England ,  for  the  relief  of  the 
city  of  Geneva ,  befieged  by  the  duke  of  Savoy: — meafures 
which  were  hardly  confident  with  her  own  principles  of  go¬ 
vernment;  but,  as  Rap  in  obferves,*  Queen  Elizabeths  zeal 
for  the  protedant  religion  was  always  fubordinate  to  her 
private  intered. 

About  this  time  [1582]  the  Queen  granted  a  commiffion 
cf  concealments,  to  fome  of  her  hungry  courtiers,  by  which 

§  Bifhop  War  hurt  on  a/ks  here,  “  Were  the  jefuits  more  faulty  In  adling 
in  defiance  of  the  laws,  than  the  puritans?”  and  replies,  “  I  think  not _ * 


«< 


«< 


They  had  both  the  fame  plea,  Confcience,  and  both  the  fame  provocation, 
**  Persecution.”  This  is  candid  and  pertinent,  as  far  as  it  applies  to  the 
religious  principles  of  each :  But  certainly  the  fpirit  and  views  of  thefe 
parties  were  very  different ;  the  former  was  engaged,  once  and  again,  in 
plots  againft  the  life  and  government  of  the  Queen;  the  loyalty  of  the  other 
was,  notwithflanding  all  their  fufferings,  unimpeached.  Ed. 

*  VoL  viii.  p.  475.  they 
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they  were  empowered  to  enquire  into  the  titles  of  church 
lands  and  livings ;  all  forfeitures,  concealments,  or  lands  for 
which  the  parilh  could  not  produce  a  legal  title,  were  given 
to  them:  The  articles  of  enquiry  feem  to  be  levelled  againlt 
the  puritans ,  but,  through  their  lides,  they  mull  have  made 
fad  havock  with  the  patrimony  of  the  church. j-  1  hey  were 
fuch  as  thefe,  What  right  have  you  to  your  parfonage?  How 
came  you  into  it?  Who  ordained  you?  And  at  what  age 
were  you  ordained?  Have  you  a  licence?  Wore  you  married 
under  the  hands  of  two  juftices  of  the  peace?  Do  you  read 
the  whole  fervice?  Do  you  ule  all  the  rites,  ceremonies  and 
ornaments  appointed  by  the  Queen  s  injunctions ?  Have  you 
publickly  read  the  articles  and  lubfcribed  them?  The  church¬ 
wardens  of  every  parilh  had  alfo  twenty-four  interrogatories 
adminiftered  to  them  upon  oath,  concerning  their  parfon,  and 
their  church  lands ;  all  with  a  defign  to  fequefter  them  into 
the  hands  of  the  Queen’s  gentlemen  penfioners.  This 
awakened  the  bilhops,  who  fell  upon  their  knees  before  the 
Queen,  and  intreated  her  majelly,  if  Hie  had  any  regard  for 
the  church,  to  fuperfede  the  commiflion;  which  llie  did, 
though,  it  is  well  enough  known,  the  Queen  had  no  fcruple 
of  confcience  about  plundering  the  church  of  its  revenues. 

To  return  to  the  puritans.  The  Rev.  Mr.  Robert  IV right, 
domeftick  chaplain  to  the  late  Lord  Rich,  of  Rockford  in 
EJfex,  fell  into  the  hands  of  the  bifliop  of  London  laft  year,* 
[  1 58 1 ;]  he  was  a  learned  man,  and  had  lived  14  years  in  the 
univerfity  of  Cambridge-,  but  being  diflatisfied  with  epifcopal 
ordination,  went  over  to  Antwerp ,  and  was  ordained  by  the 
laying  on  of  the  hands  of  the  prelbytery  of  that  place.  Upon 
his  return  home,  Lord  Rich  took  him  into  his  family,  at 
Rochford  in  the  hundreds  of  EJfex ,  where  he  preached  con- 
ftantly  in  lus  lordlhip’s  chapel,  and  no  where  elfe,  becaufe  he 
could  obtain  no  licence  from  the  bilhop.  He  was  an  admired 
preacher,  and  univerfally  beloved  by  the  clergy  of  the 
county,  for  his  great  ferioufnefs  and  piety.  While  his  lord- 
fliip  was  alive  he  protected  him  from  danger,  but  his  noble 
patron  was  no  fooner  dead,  than  the  bifliop  of  London  laid 
hands  on  him,  and  confined  him  in  the  Gate-houfe ,  for  faying, 

f  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  iii.  p.  114.  '  Ibid,  p.  123. 
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that  to  keep  the  Queen's  birth-day  as  an  holiday  was  to  make 
her  an  mol.  When  the  good  man  had  been  fhut  up  from 
ins  family  and  friends  fevergl  months,  he  petitioned  the  billiop 
to  be  brought  to  his  trial,  or  admitted  to  bail.  But  all  the 
anfwer  Ins  lordfhip  returned  was,  that  he  deferved  to  lie  in 
prijon  /even  years.  This  ufage,  together  with  Mr.  Wright's 
open  and  undifguiled  honeity  and  piety,  moved  the  compaflion 
of  Ins  keeper,  in  io  much  that  his  poor  wife  being  in  child¬ 
bed  and  diltrefs,  he  gave  him  leave,  with  the  private  allow¬ 
ance  of  the  fecretary  of  ftate,  to  make  her  a  vifit  at  Rochford 
upon  his  parole ;  but  it  happened  that  Dr.  Ford  the  civilian , 
meeting  him  upon  the  road,  acquainted  the  bifhop  with  his 
efcape,  who  thereupon  fell  into  a  violent  paffion,  and  fendinp 
immediately  for  the  keeper,  demanded  to  fee  his  prifonen 
T.  he  keepei  pleaded  the  great  compaflion  of  the  cafe;  but  the 
bilnop  thi  eatened  to  complain  of  him  to  the  Queen,  and 
have  him  turned  out.  Mr.  Wright  being  informed  of  the 
keeper  s  danger,  returned  immediately  to  his  prifon,  and 
wrote  to  the  lord  treafurer  on  his  behalf.  “  Oh!  my 

loid,  (fays  he)  I  moll  humbly  crave  your  lordlhip’s  favour, 
“  that  I  iilay  be  delivered  from  fuch  unpitiful  minds;  and 
“  efpecially  that  your  lordfhip  will  Hand  a  good  lord  to  my 
“  keeper ,  that  he  may  not  be  difcouraged  from  favouring 
“  thofe  that  profefs  true  religion.”  Upon  this  the  keeper 
was  pardoned. 

But  the  bifhop  refolved  to  take  full  fatisfa&ion  of  the 
prifoner;  accordingly  he  lent  for  him  before  the  commif- 
fioners,  and  examined  him  upon  articles  concerning  the 
book  of  common  prayer ;  concerning  rites  and  ceremonies; 
concerning  praying  for  the  Queen  and  the  church;  and  con- . 
cerning  the  effabliflied  form  of  ordaining  minilfers.  He 
was  charged  with  preaching  without  a  licence,  and  with 
being  no  better  than  a  mere  layman .  To  which  lie  made  the 
following  anfwers;  That  he  thought  the  book  of  common 
prayer ,  in  the  main,  good  and  godly,  but  could  not  anfwer 
for  every  particular.  That  as  to  rites  and  ceremonies,  he 
thought  his  reforting  to  churches  where  they  were  ufed, 
was  a  fufficient  proof  that  he  allowed  them.  That  he  prayed 
for  the  Queen,  and  for  all  minifters  of  God’s  word,  and 
consequently  for  archbifliops  and  bifhops,  &c.  That  he 

was 
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was  but  a  private  chaplain,  and  knew  no  law  that  required 
a  licence  for  fuch  a  place.  But  he  could  not  yield  himfelf 
to  be  a  mere  layman ,  having  preached  feven  years  in  the  uni- 
verlity  with  licence;  and  fince  that  time  having  been  regu¬ 
larly  ordained,  by  the  laying  on  of  the  hands  ol  the  pref- 
byters  at  Antwerp .  The  bifhop  having  charged  him  with 
faying,  that  the  election  of  minifters  ought  to  be  by  their 
flocks,  he  owned  it,  and  fuppofed  it  not  to  be  an  error;  and 
added  further,  that  in  his  opinion,  every  minifter  was  a 
bijhop ,  though  not  a  lord  bifhop;  and  that  his  lordfliip  of 
London  mull  be  of  the  fame  opinion,  becaufe  when  lie  re¬ 
buked  Mr.  White  for  linking  one  of  his  parifliioners,  he 
alledged  that  text,  that  a  bijhop  muft  be  no  Jlriker:  Which 
had  been  impertinent,  if  Mr.  White ,  being  only  a  minifter, 
had  not  been  a  bijhop.  When  his  lordfliip  charged  him  with 
faying,  there  were  no  lawful  minifters  in  the  church  of  Eng* 
land ,  he  replied, #  44  I  will  be  content  to  be  condemned,  if 
44  I  bring  not  two  hundred  witnefles  for  my  difeharge  of 
44  this  accufation.  I  do  as  certainly  believe ,  that  there  are 
44  lawfid  minifters  in  England,  as  that  there  is  a  fun  in  the 
44  Jky.  In  EJfex ,  I  can  bring  twenty  godly  minifters,  all 
44  preachers,  who  will  teftify  that  they  love  me,  and  have 
44  caufe  to  think  that  I  love  and  reverence  them.  I  preached 
44  feven  years  in  the  univerfity  of  Cambridge  with  approba- 
44  tion,  and  have  a  teftimonial  to  produce  under  the  hands 
44  and  feals  of  the  mafter  and  fellows  of  Chrift  college,  being 
44  all  minifters  at  that  time,  of  my  good  behaviour.55  How¬ 
ever,  all  he  could  fay  was  to  no  purpofe,  the  biftiop  would 
not  allow  his  orders ,  and  therefore  pronounced  him  a  layman , 
and  incapable  of  holding  any  living  in  the  church. 

The  Lord  Rich  and  divers  honourable  knights  and  gentle- 
men  in  EJfex ,  had  petitioned  the  bifhop  of  London  for  a  licence, 
that  Mr.  Wright  might  preach  publickly  in  any  place  within 
his  diocefe;  but  his  lordfliip  always  refufed  it,  becaufe  he 
*was  no  minifter ,  that  is,  had  only  been  ordained  among  the 
foreign  churches.  But  this  was  certainly  contrary  to  law; 
for  the  flatute  13  Eliz.  cap.  12,  admits  the  miniftrations  of 
thofe  who  had  only  been  ordained  according  to  thg  manner 

*  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  iii.  Appendix,  No.  23,  24. 
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of  the  Scots,  or  other  foreign  churches:  There  were  fome 
fcores,  if  not  hundreds  of  them,  now  in  the  church;  and 
the  Archbidiop  of  Canterbury  at  this  very  time  commanded 
Dr.  Aubrey ,  his  vicar-general,  to  licenfe  Mr.  John  Mor - 
rifon ,  a  Scots  divine,  who  had  had  no  other  ordination  than 
what  he  received  from  a  Scots  prejbytery ,  to  preach  over  his 
whole  province.  The  words  of  the  licence  are  as  follow: 

Since  you  the  aforefaid  John  Mor  rifon,  about  five  years 
cc  pad,  in  the  town  of  Garrat ,  in  the  county  of  Lothian ,  of 
the  kingdom  of  Scotland ,  were  admitted  and  ordained  to 
“  facred  orders  and  the  holy  minidry,  by  the  impofition  of 

—  hands ,  according  to  the  laudable  form  and  rite  of  the  re¬ 
-formed  church  of  Scotland:  And  fince  the  congregation 

—  of  that  county  of  Lothian  is  conformable  to  the  ortho- 
“  dox  faith,  and  fincere  religion  now  received  in  this  realm 
“  of  England ,  and  edabliflied  by  publick  authority: 

-  therefore  as  much  as  lies  in  us,  and  as  by  right  we  may, 

46  APPROVING  AND  RATIFYING  THE  FORM  OF  YOUR 
44  ORDINATION  AND  PREFERMENT  DONE  IN  SUCH  MAN- 

-  ner  aforesaid,  grant  unto  you  a  licence  and  faculty, 
“  with  the  confent  and  exprefs  command  of  the  mod  reve- 
€C  rend  father  in  Chrid,  the  Lord  Edmund  by  the  divine 

-  providence  archbifiiop  of  Canterbury ,  to  us  fignified,  That 
44  in  fuch  orders  by  you  taken ,  you  may ,  and  have  power  in 

—  any  convenient  places  in  and  throughout  the  whole  province 

—  of  Canterbury,  to  celebrate  divine  offices ,  to  minijler  the 
— facr aments,  &c.  as  much  as  in  us  lies;  and  we  may  de 

-  jure ,  and  as  far  as  the  laws  of  the  kingdom  do  allow. v 
This  licence  was  dated  April  6,  1582,  and  is  as  full  a  tefti- 
monial  to  the  validity  of  prefbyterial  ordination,  as  can  be 
defired.  But  the  other  notion  was  growing  into  fafhion; 
all  orders  of  men  are  for  affuming  fome  peculiar  chara&ers 
and  powers  to  themfelves;  the  bifhops  will  be  a  didinft 
and  fuperior  order  to  prefbyters;  and  no  man  mud  be  a 
minider  of  Chrid,  but  on  whom  they  lay  their  hands  A 

The 


*  Here  Biihop  Warburton  remarks,  the  puritans  were  even  with  them ; 
*c  and  to  the  jus  divinum  of  epifcopacy,  oppofed  the  jus  divinum  of  prejby- 
ic  tery,  which  was  the  making  each  other  antichri^f!:ian.,,  His  lordfhip 
goes  into  this  conclufion  too  haitily,  and  applies  it  without,  nay  againft, 

authority. 
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The  behaviour  of  the  bifliop  of  London  towards  the  pu¬ 
ritans,  moved  the  compaffion  of  fome  of  the  conforming 
clergy;  the  Reverend  Mr.  Wilkin ,  reftor  of  Danbury  in  Effex, 
in  a  letter  to  the  lord  treafurer,  writes  thus: — “  As  fome 
“  might  be  thought  over-earnefi  about  trifles,  fo  on  the 
“  other  hand,  there  had  been  too  fevere  and  fharp  punifh- 
“  ment  for  the  fame.  Though  I  myfelf  think  reverently  of 
“  the  book  of  common  prayer ,  yet  furely  it  is  a  reverence 
cc  due  only  to  the  facred  writings  of  holy  feripture,  to  fay 
<c  the  authors  of  them  erred  in  nothing ,  and  to  none  other 
<c  books  of  men,  of  what  learning  foever.  I  have  feen 
€C  the  letters  of  the  bifliops  to  Bulli?iger  and  Gualter ,  when 
cc  I  was  at  Zurich  in  the  year  1567,  in  which  they  declare, 
cc  that  they  had  no  hand  in  pafling  the  book ,  and  had  no  other 
<c  choice,  but  to  leave  their  places  to  papifts,  or  accept  them 
“  as  they  were;  but  they  profefled  and  promifed  never  to 

urge  their  brethren  to  thofe  things;  and  alfo,  when  op- 
(c  portunity  {hould  ferve,  to  feek  reformation.”  How  dif¬ 
ferent  was  the  practice  of  thefc  prelates  from  their  former 
profeflions! 

But  not  only  the  clergy,  but  the  whole  country  alfo  ex 
claimed  againft  the  bifliops  for  their  high  proceedings;  the 
juftices  of  peace  of  the  county  of  Suffolk  were  fo  moved, 
that,  notwithflanding  his  lordfhip’s  late  citation  of  them  be¬ 
fore  the  council,  they  wrote  again  to  their  honours ,  praying 
them  to  interpofe  in  behalf  of  the  injuries  that  were  offered 
to  divers  godly  miniflers.  The  words  of  their  Application 
are  worth  remembering,  becaufe  they  difeover  the  cruelty 
of  the  commiflioners,  who  made  no  diflinftion  between  the 
vilefl  of  criminals,  and  confcientious  miniflers.  cc  The  pain- 
u  ful  miniflers  of  the  word  (fay  they)  are  marfhalled  with 
“  the  worft  malefaflors,  prefented,  indi&ed,  arraigned,  and 
“  condemned,  for  matters,  as  we  prefume,  of  very  flender 
“  moment:  Some  for  leaving  the  holidays  unbidden ;  fome 
“  for  finging  the  pfalm  Nunc  Dimittis  in  the  morning;  fome 

authority,  to  the  puritans:  they  never  required  fuch  as  had  been  epifcopally 
ordained  to  be  re-ordained?  but,  in  the  height  of  their  power,  declared, 
u  We  hold  ordination  by  a  bijhop  to  be  for  fubftance  valid  and  not  tc  be 
“  difclaimed  by  any  that  have  received  it  ”  See  our  Author,  vol.  iii.  Eo. 

Z  2  “  for 
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tor  turning  the  queffions  in  baptifm  concerning  faith,  from 

r  1G  m/ants  t0  ^le  g°dfathers,  which  is  but  you  for  thou\ 
tome  foi  leaving  out  the  crofs  in  baptifm ;  fome  for  leaving 
out  the  ring  in  marriage .  A  moil  pitiful  thing  it  is,  to  fee 
the  back  of  the  law  turned  to  the  adverfary  [the  papifts” 

and  the  edge  with  all  the  fharpnefs  laid  upon  the  found  anc 
“  true-hearted  fubjeft.-— — | 

“  We  grant  order  io  be  the  rule  of  the  fpir'it  of  God, 
and  defne  unifoimity  in  all  the  duties  of  the  church,  ac- 
“  cording  to  the  proportion  of  faith  \  but  if  thefe  weak  cere- 
“  monies  are  fo  indifferent,  as  to  be  left  to  the  difcretion  of 
mimffers,  we  think  it  (under  correction)  very  liard  to  have 
tilt  in  go  under  fo  hard  handling,  to  the  utter  difcredit  of 
u  their  whole  miniftry,  and  the  profeffion  of  truth.55 

“  We  ferve  her  majefty  and  the  country  [as  magiflrates 
c-iid  jufhces  of  the  peacej  according  to  law ;  we  reverence 
“  the  law  and  law-maker;  when  the  law  fpeaks,  we  keep 
hlence;  -when  it  commandeth  we  obey.  By  lawr  we  pro- 
“  ceed  againft  all  offenders;  we  touch  none  that  the  law 
fpareth,  and  fpare  none  that  the  law  toucheth;  we  allow 
not  of  papifs ;  of  the  family  op  love\  of  anabaptifs ,  or 
brownifts.  No,  we  punifli  all  thefe.  § 

“  And  yet  wTe  are  chriftened  with  the  odious  name  of  purU 
tans ;  a  term  compounded  of  the  herefles  abovementioned, 
which  we  difclaim.  The  papifs  pretend  to  be  pure  and 
immaculate;  the  family  of  love  cannot  fin,  they  being 
c‘  deified  (as  they  fay)  in  God.  But  we  groan  under  the 
burthen  of  our  fins,  and  confefs  them  to  God;  and  at 
ic  the  fame  time  we  labour  to  keep  ourfelves  and  our  pro- 
feffion  unblameable;  this  is  our  puritanifn ;  a  name  given 
4C  to  fuch  magiflrates  and  minifters,  and  others  that  have  a 
“  flrict  eye  upon  their  juggling. 


f  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  ill.  p.  183,  4. 

§  Bifhop  Maddox  obferves,  the  expreffions  in  Strype  are  Wronger.  “  We 
“  allow  not  of  the  papifts  their  fubtilties  and  hypocrifies:  we  allow  not 
“  of  the  family  of  love,  an  egg  of  the  fame  neli:  we  allow  not  of  the 
anabaptifts,  and  their  communion :  we  allow  not  of  Brown,  the  over- 
“  thrower  of  church  and  commonwealth:  we  abhor  all  thefe ;  no  (we) 
“  pnnifh  all  thefe.”  This,  we  mud:  own  with  his  lordlhip,  was  not  the, 
language  of  real  and  consent  friends  to  liberty  of  confcience.  Ed. 

“  We 
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<c  We  think  ourfelves  bound  in  duty  to  unfold  thefe  mat¬ 
te  ters  to  your  lordlhips;  and  if  you  fliall  pleafe  to  call  us  to 
“  the  proof  of  them,  it  is  tiie  thing  we  mod  defire. 

This  fu replication  produced  a  letter  from  the  council  to  the 


but  to  put  a  difference  in  the  face  of  the  world,  between 
thofe  of  another  faith,  and  they  who  differ  only  about  cere¬ 


monies,  and  yet  diligently  and  foundly  preach  true  religion. 
The  judges  were  ftruck  with  this  letter,  and  the  Bifftop  of 
London ,  with  his  attendants,  returned  from  his  vifitation  full 
of  difeontent.  Indeed  his  lordjhip  had  made  himfelf  fo  many 
enemies,  that  he  grew  weary  of  his  bifhopnck,  and  peti¬ 
tioned  the  Queen  to  exchange  it  for  that  of  Ely ,  that  he 
might  retire  and  be  out  of  the  way;  or  rather,  that  he  might 
kindle  a  new  flame  in  thofe  parts;  but  her  majefty  refufed 
his  requeff. 

Notwithftanding  thefe  flight  appearances  in  favour  of  the 
■ puritans ,  two  minifters  of  the  Brownijl  perfuafion  were  con¬ 
demned,  and  put  to  death  this  fummer  for  non-conformity, 
viz.  Mr.  Elias  Thacker  hanged  at  St.  Edmundjbury ,  June  4th, 
and  Mr.  John  Copping  two  days  after,  June  6th,  1583.  Their 
indictments  were  for  fpreading  certain  books  feditioufly 
penned  by  Robert  Brown  againft  the  book  of  common  prayer 
eftabliflied  by  the  laws  of  this  realm.  The  fedition  charged 
upon  Brown’s  book  was,  that  it  fubverted  the  conflitution 
of  the  church,  and  acknowledged  her  majeffy’s  fupremacy 
civilly ,  but  not  otherwife,  as  appears  by  the  report  which 
the  judges  fent  to  court,  viz.  That  the  prifoners  inftead 
of  acknowledging  her  majefty’s  fupremacy  in  all  caufes ,  would 


allow  it  only  in  civil*  This  the  judges  took  hold  of  to  ag¬ 


gravate  their  offence  to  the  Queen,  after  they  had  palled  fen- 
tence  upon  them,  on  the  late  ftatute  of  the  23d  Eliz.  againjl 
fpreading  /editions  libels ,  and  for  refufing  the  oath  of  fupre¬ 
macy.  Mr.  Copping  had  fuffered  a  long  and  illegal  impri- 
fonment  from  the  bilhop  of  his  diocefe;  his  wife  being 
brought  to  bed  while  he  was  under  confinement,  he  was 


»  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  iii.  p.  186. 
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charged  with  not  fuffering  his  child  to  be  baptifed;  to  which 
he  anfwered,  that  his  confcience  could  not  admit  it  to  be 
done  with  godfathers  and  godmothers ,  and  he  could  get  no 
preacher  to  do  it  without.  He  was  accufed  further  with 
faying,  the  Queen  was  perjured,  becaufe  flie  had  fworn  to 
let  forth  God  s  glory  dire  ft  ly  as  by  the  fcriptures  are  ap* 
pointed ,  and  did  not;  but  thefe  were  only  circumftances,  to 
fupport  the  grand  charge  of  /edition  in  fpreading  Brown’s 
book. .  However,  it  feemed  a  little  hard§  to  hang  men  for 
fpreading  a  feditious  book,  at  a  time  when  the  author  of 
that  very  book  \_Brown ]  was  pardoned  and  fet  at  liberty. 
Both  the  prisoners  died  by  their  principles;  for  though  Dr, 
Still  the  aicnbiihop  s  chaplain,  and  others,  travailed  and 
conferred  with .  them,  yet  at  the  very  hour  of  their  death 
they  remained  immoveable:  They  v/ere  both  found  in  the 
doftrinal.  articles  of  the  church  of  England,  and  of  unble- 
miflied  lives.*  One  Wilsford  a  layman  fhould  have  fuffered 
with  them,^  but  upon  conference  with  Secretary  Wilfon , 
who  told  him  the  Queen’s  fupremacy  might  be  underftood 
only  of  her  majefly’s  civil  power  over  ecclefiaftical  perfons, 
he  took  the  oath  and  was  difcharged. 

While  the  bifliops  were  thus  harraffing  honefl  and  con. 
fcientious  minifters ,  for  fcrupling  the  ceremonies  of  the 
church,  practical  religion  was  at  a  very  low  ebb;  the  fafhion. 
able  vices  of  the  times  were,  prophane  f  wearing ,  drunkennefs , 
revelling,  gaming,  and  prophanation  of  the  Lord’s  day,  yet 
there  was  no  difcipline  for  thefe  offenders,  nor  do  I  find  any 
fuch,  cited  into  the  fpiritual  courts,  or  fhut  up  in  prifons. 
If  men  came  to  their  parifli  churches,  and  approved  of  the 
habits  and  ceremonies ,  other  offences  vrere  overlooked,  and 

§  Biftiop  Warburtcn  imputes  it  to  party  and  prejudice  in  Mr.  Neal,  that 
he  doth  not  point  out  the  difference  in  this  cafe;  which  his  lordfhip  ftates 
to  be  the  fame  as  between  “  the  difpenfers  of  poifon  hanged  for  going  on 
u  obftinately  in  mifchief,  and  of  him  who  compounded  the  poifon,  but 

was  on  his  repentance  pardoned.”  But  no  fuch  diftin&ion  exifted,  and 
his  lordfhip  loft  fight  of  the  real  ftate  of  the  cafe.  Brown  did  not  re¬ 
nounce  his  principles  till  feven  years  after  he  was  committed  to  prifon  for 
publilhing  his  book,  and  was  difmifted  not  on  his  repentance,  but  at  the 
intcrceftion  of  the  lord  treafurer.  So  far  from  repenting,  he  went  up  and 
down  inveighing  againft  bifhops,  &c.  and  gathered  a  feparate  congregation 
&n  his  own  principles.  See  our  Author,  p.  329,  30. 

*  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  ii,  p.  532,  3,  tie 
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the  court  was  eafy.  At  Paris  Gardens  in  Southwark ,  there 
were  publick  fports  on  the  Lord's  day  for  the  entertainment 
of  great  numbers  of  people  who  reforted  thither;  but  on  the 
i,th  of  January  being  Sunday,  it  happened  that  one  ot  the 
fcaffolds,  being  crowded  with  people,  fell  down,  by  which 
accident  fome  were  killed,  and  a  great  many  wo  line  e  .  us 
was  thought  to  be  a  judgment  from  Heaven ;  for  the 
lord-mayor,  in  the  account  he  gives  of  it  to  the  trealurer, 
fays  “  That  it  gives  great  occafion  to  acknowledge  the  lurnd 
“  of  God  for  fuch  abufe  of  his  fabbath  day,  and  naoveth  me 
“  in  confcience  to  give  order  for  redrefs  or  fuch  contempt  of 
“  God’s  fervice;  adding,  that  for  this  purpofe  he  had  treated 
“  with  fome  juftices  of  peace  in  Surry,  who  expreffed  a  very 
«  good  zeal,  but  alledged  want  of  commiflion,  which  he  re- 
«  fared  to  the  confideration  of  his  lordfliip.”f  But  the 
court  paid  no  regard  to  fuch  remonftrances;  and  the  Queen 
had  her  ends,  in  encouraging  the  fports,  pajlimes,  and  re- 
veilings  of  the  people  on  Sundays  and  holidays. 

This  year  died  the  famous  northern  apofde  Mr.  Bernard 
Gilpin,  minifter  of  Houghton  in  the  bilhoprick  of  Durham. 
He  wTas  born  at  Kentmire  in  Wejlntoreland ,  i^iy»  of  an  an¬ 
cient  and  honourable  family,  and  was  enteied  mio  Sguec  u  s 
college,  Oxford,  in  the  year  1 5 3 3*  hie  continued  a  papift 
all  the  reign  of  King  Henry  VIII.  but  was  converted  by  the 
lectures  of  Peter  Martyr,  in  the  beginning  of  the  reign  of 
Edward  VI.  He  was  remarkably  honeft,  and  open  to  con¬ 
viction,  but  did  not  feparate  from  the  Romijh  communion 
till  he  was  perfuaded  the  pope  was  antichrift.  Cuthbert, 
Ponftal,  bifliop  of  Durham,  was  his  uncle  by  the  mother’s 
fide,  by  wrhofe  encouragement  he  travelled  to  Paris,  Loved  u, 
and  other  parts,  being  {till  for  the  real  prefence  of  Chrift 
in  the  facrament,  though  not  for  tranfubftantiation.  Re¬ 
turning  home  in  the  days  of  Queen  Mary,  his  uncle  placed 
him  firft  in  the  rectory  of  Effington,  and  afterwards  at  Houghton, 
a  large  parifh  containing  fourteen  villages;  here  he  laboured 
in  the  work  of  the  miniftry,  and  was  often  expofed  to  danger, 
but  conftantly  preferved  by  his  uncle  Bifliop  Toujlal,  who 
was  averfe  to  burning  men  for  religion.  Miferable  and  hea- 
ihenifh  was  the  condition  of  thefe  northern  counties  at  this 


f  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  ii.  p.  532,  3. 
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time,  with  reipeft  to  religion!  Mr.  Gilpin  beheld  it  with 

tlCarSi°r  ,COmp:!ffi°n’  and  refolved  at  his  own  expence  to  vifit 

,e  dcfo,ate  churches  of  Northumberland ,  and  the  parts 
adjoining,  called  Rtddefdale  and  Tindale ,  once  every  year  to 
preach  the  gofpel,  and  diftribute  to  the  neceffities7 of  the 
poor,  which  he  continued  till  his  death;  this  gained  him  the 
vend  anon  of  all  ranks  of  people  in  thofe  parts;  but  though 
he  had  fuch  a  powerful  lkreen  as  Eifliop  TonJlal ,  yet  the 
fame  of  his  dochrme,  which  was  Lutheran,  reaching  the 
ears  of  Bonner  he  lent  for  him  to  London ;  the  reverend 
man  ordered  his  fervant  to  prepare  him  a  long  fhirt,  exnect- 
xng  to  be  burnt,  but  before  he  came  to  London  Queen  Mary 
died.  Upon  the  acceJlion  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  Mr.  Gilpin. 
having  a  fair  eilate  of  his  own,  ereSed  a  grammar-fehool, 
and  allowed  maintenance  for  a  mailer  and  ulher;  himfelf 
choofmg  out  of  the  fchool  fuch  as  he  liked  beft  for  his  own 
private  mftrudhon.  Many  learned  men,  who  afterwards 
adorned  the  church  by  their  labours  and  uprightnefs  of  life 
tvere  educated  by  him  in  his  domed  ick  academv.  Many 
gentlemen  s  foils  reforted  to  him,  fome  of  whom  were  boarded 
in  the  town,  and  others  in  his  own  houfe;  bdides,  he  took 

many  poor  men’s  fons  under  his  care,  giving  them  meat, 
drink,  domes,  and  education. 

In  the  year  1 560,  he  was  offered  the  bifhoprick  of  Carlifle 
and  was  urged  to  accept  it  by  the  Earl  of  Bedford,  billion 
oandys^  and  others,  with  the  moil  powerful  motives;  but 
he  defired  to  be  excufed,  and  in  that  refclution  remained 
immoveable:  His  reafons  were  taken  from  the  largenefs  of 
the  diocefes,  which  were  too  great  for  the  infpeftion  of  one 
perfon;  for  he  was  fo  ftrongly  poffeffed  of  the  duty  of  bi/hops, 
and  of  the  charge  of  fouls  that  was  committed  to  them,  that 
he  could  never  be  perluaded  to  keep  two  livings,  over  both 
of  w  hi  eh  he  could  not  have  a  perfonal  mfpeflion,  and  perform 
all  the  offices  of  a  pajlor;  he  added  farther,  that  he  had  fo 
many  friends  and  relations  in  thofe  parts  to  gratify  or  con¬ 
nive  at,  that  he  could  not  continue  an  honeft  man  and  be 
their  bifnop.  But  though  Mr.  Gilpin  would  not  be  a  bifhop , 
he  fupplied  the  place  of  one,  by  preaching,  by  hofpitality, 
by  erefting  fchools,  by  taking  care  of  the  poor,  and  pro. 
viding  for  deflitute  churches;  in  all  which  he  was  counter 

nanced 
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nanced  and  encouraged,  by  the  learned  and  reverend  James 
Pilkinvton ,  then  biihop  of  Durham ,  by  whom  he  was  ex- 
cufed  from  fubfcriptions ,  habits,  and  a  I'crict  obfervance  of 
ceremonies,  it  being  his  fixed  opinion,  that  no  human  invention 
Ihould  take  place  in  the  church,  injlead  of  a  divine  injlitution. 
After  biihop  Pilkington’s  death  Dr.  Barnes  was  chofen  his 
fucceffor,  who  was  difgulled  at  Mr.  Gilpin’s  popularity,  and 
gave  him  trouble:  Once  when  he  was  lotting  out  upon  his 
annual  vifitation  to  Riddefdale  and  Tindal,  the  biihop  fum- 
moned  him  to  preach  before  him,  which  he  excufed  in  the 
handfomelt  manner  he  could,  and  went  his  progrefs;  but 
upon  his  return,  he  found  himfelf  fufpended  for  contempt, 
from  all  ecclefiaftical  employments.  The  biihop  afterwards 
lent  for  him  again  on  a  fudden,  and  commanded  him  to 
preach,  but  then  he  pleaded  his  fufpenfion,  and  his  not  being 
provided;  the  biihop  immediately  took  off  his  fufpenfion, 
and  would  not  excule  his  preaching,  upon  which  lie  went 
into  the  pulpit,  and  difcourfed  upon  the  high  charge  of  a 
chriftian  biihop ;  and  having  expofed  the  corruptions  of  the 
clergy,  he  boldly  addreffed  himfelf  to  his  lordlhip  in  thefe 
words;  “  Let  not  your  lordlhip  fay,  thefe  crimes  have  been 
“  committed  without  my  knowledge,  for  whatfoever  you 
“  yourfelf  do  in  perfon,  or  fuffer  through  your  connivance 
«  to  be  done  by  others,  is  wholly  your  own;  therefore, 
“  in  the  prefence  of  God,  angels  and  men,  I  pronounce 
“  your  fatherhood  to  be  the  author  of  all  thefe  evils;  and 
“  I  and  this  whole  congregation  will  be  a  witnefs  in  the  day 
“  of  judgment,  that  thefe  things  have  come  to  your  ears.” 
All  men  thought  the  biihop  would  have  deprived  Mr.  Gilpin 
for  this  freedom,  as  foon  as  he  came  out  of  the  pulpit,  but 
by  the  good  providence  of  God,  it  had  a  quite  different 
effeft;  the  biihop  thanked  him  for  his  faithful  reproof,  and 
after  this  fuffered  him  to  go  on  with  his  annual  progrefs, 
giving  him  no  further  difturbance.  At  length  his  lean  body 
being  quite  worn  out  with  labour  and  travail,  and  feeling 
the  approaches  of  death,  he  commanded  the  poor  to  be 
called  together,  and  took  a  folemn  leave  of  them ;  afterwards 
he  did  the  like  by  his  relations  and  friends ;  then  giving 
himfelf  up  to  God,  he  took  his  bed  about  the  end  of  Fe¬ 
bruary,  and  died  March  4,  1583,  in  the  66th  year  of  his 

age. 
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age.  He  was  a  heavenly  man,  endued  with  a  large  and 
generous  foul,  of  a  tall  ftature  of  body,  with  a  Roman  nofe- 
his  clothes  were  neat  and  plain;  for  he  was  frugal  in  his 
own  drefs,  though  very  bountiful  to  others.  His  doors 
were  always  open  for  the  entertainment  of  Grangers.  He 
boarded  in  his  own  houfe  twenty-four  fcholars  mnft  nf 
whom  were  upon  charity.  He  kept  a  table  for’ the  poor 
every  Lord’s  day,  from  Michaelmas  to  Eajler,  and  expended 
*joo  pounds  foi  a  fiee  fchool  for  them  children.  Hpon  the 
whole,  he  was  a  pious,  devout,  and  open-hearted  divine;  a 
confeientious  non-conformift,  but  againft  feparation.  He 
was  accounted  a  faint  by  his  very  enemies,  if  he  had  any 
fuch,  being  full  of  faith  and  good  works;  and  was  at  laid 
put  into  his  grave  as  a  Ihock  of  corn  fully  ripe.t 

1  he  fame  year  died  Edmund  Grindal,  archbifhop  of 
Canterbury ,  born  at  Copland  in  the  county  of  Cumberland  in 
the  year  1519,  and  educated  in  Cambridge.  He  was  a 
famous  preacher  in  King  Edward’ &  days,  and  was  nominated 
by  him  to  abifhoprick,  when  he  was  only  thirty-three  years 
of  age;  but  that  King  dying  foon  after,  he  went  into  exile, 
and  imbibed  the  principles  of  a  further  reformation  than 
had  as  yet  obtained  in  England.  Upon  Queen  Elizabeth ’s 
acceffion  he  returned  to  England ,  and  was  advanced  firft  to 
the  fee  of  London ,  and  then  to  TTork  and  Canterbury ,  though 
he  could  hardly  perfuade  himfelf  for  fome  time  to  wear  the 
habits,  and  comply  with  the  ceremonies  of  the  church;  nor 
did  he  ever  heartily  approve  them,  yet  thought  it  better  to 
fupport  the  reformation  on  that  foot,  than  hazard  it  back 
into  the  hands  of  the  papifts.f  He  was  of  a  mild  and  mo¬ 
derate  temper,  eafy  of  accefs,  and  affable  even  in  his  higheft 
exaltation.  He  is  blamed  by  fome,  for  his  gentle  ufage  of 
the  puritans,  though  he  ufed  them  worfe  than  he  would 
have  done,  if  he  had  been  left  to  himfelf.  About  a  year 
or  two  after  his  promotion  to  the  fee  of  Canterbury ,  he  loft 
the  Queen’s  favour  on  the  account  of  the  prophefyings ,  and 
Was  fufpended  for  fome  years,  during  which  time,  many 

X  “  The  worth  and  labours  of  this  excellent  man,”  it  was  obferved 
(in  the  New  Annual  Regiiler  for  1789)  have  been  amply  difplayed  in  the 
prefent  century,  by  the  elegant  pen  of  one  of  his  own  name  and  family.” 

f  GrinckTs  Life,  p.  295, 
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puritan  miniftcrs  took  ffielter  in  the  counties  of  Kent  and 
Surrv  &c.  which  made  more  work  for  his  fucceffor.  The 
cr0od  old  archbilliop  being  blind  and  broken-hearted,  the 
Queen  took  off  his  fequeftration  about  a  year  before  his 
death,  and  fent  to  acquaint  him,  that  if  he  would  refign,  he 
fhould  have  her  favour,  and  an  honourable  penfion ;  which 
he  promifed  to  accept  within  fix  months;  but  Whitgift  who 
was  defigned  for  his  fucceffor,  refufing  to  enter  upon  the  fee 
while  Grindal  lived,  he  made  a  llnlt  to  hold  it  till  lus  death, 
which  happened  July  6th,  1583,  in  the  63d  year  of  his 
age.  Camden  call's  him  a  religious  and  grave  divine.  Hol- 
lings  head  fays,  he  was  fo  ftudious  that  his  book  was  his  bride , 
and  his  Jludy  his  bride-chamber ,  in  which  he  /pent  his  eye- 
fight,  his  Jirength,  and  his  health.  He  was  certainly  a  learned 
and  venerable  prelate,  and  had  a  high  efteem  for  the  name 
and  doctrines  of  Calvin ,  with  whom,  and  with  the  German 
divines,  he  held  a  conftant  correfpondence.  His  high 
ftations  did  not  make  him  proud;  but  if  we  may  believe 
his  fucceffor  in  the  fee  of  Tork,  archbilhop  Sandys,  he  muff 
be  tainted  with  avarice  (as  moft  of  the  Queen’s  billiops 
were)  becaufe,  within  two  months  after  he  was  tranflated  to 
Canterbury,  he  gave  to  his  kinfmen  and  fervants,  and  fold 
for  round  fums  of  money  to  himfelf,  fix-fcore  leafes  and 
patents,  even  then  when  they  were  thought  not  to  be  good 
in  law.*  But  upon  the  whole,  he  was  one  of  the  belt  of 
Queen  Elizabeth’ s  biflrops.  He  lies  buried  in  the  chancel 
of  the  church  at  Croydon,  where  his  effigies  is  to  be  feen  at 
length  in  his  doftor’s  robes,  and  in  a  praying  pofture.f 


*  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  ult.  fuppl.  p.  21. 

-f  This  prelate  is  the  Algrind  of  Spencer,  which  is  the  anagram  of  his 
name.  The  French  proteflants  were  very  much  indebted  to  his  influence 
and  aftivity  in  obtaining  for  them  a  fettlement  in  England,  in  their  own 
method  of  worfhip.  This  was  the  beginning  of  the  Walloon  church, 
fituated  in  Threadneedle-ftreet,  London ;  which  has  ever  fince  been  appro¬ 
priated  to  the  ufe  of  the  French  nation. 

Britifli  Biography,  v0l.iii.  p.  1 6 1 .  Granger’s  Biographical  Hiftory, 
vol.  ii.  p.  204.,  note  8vo.  Ed. 
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From,  the  death  of  Archbipop  Grindal,  to  the  Spanifli 

Invafon  in  1588. 


PON  the  death  of  Grindal,  Dr.  John  Whitgift, 
bifliop  of  Worcefler,  was  tranflated  to  the  fee  of 
Canterbury,  and  confirmed  Sept.  23d,  1583.  He  had  dif- 
tinguiilied  himfelf  in  the  controverfy  againft  the  puritans , 
and  was  therefore  thought  the  moft  proper  perfon  to  reduce' 
then  numbers,  blpon  his  advancement  the  Cluecn  charged 
him  “  to  reftore  the  difcipline  of  the  church,  and  the 
“  uniformity  eftablilhed  by  law,  which,  (fays  her  majeflv) 
“  through  the  connivance  of  fome  prelates ,  the  obllina’cy  of 
the  puritans ,  and  the  power  of  fome  noblemen,  is  run 
out  of  fquare.”  Accordingly  the  very  firft  week,  his 
grace  publifhed  the  following  articles,  and  fentthem  to  the' 
bilhops  of  his  province,  for  their  direflion  in  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  their  feveral  diocefes: — 


C6 


C6 


“  That  all  preaching,  catechifing,  and  praying  in  any 
“  private  family,  where  any  are  prefent  befides  the  family, 
<c  be  utterly  extinguifhed.*  That  none  do  preach  or  cate- 
44  chife  except  alfo  he  will  read  the  whole  fervice,  and  ad- 
44  minifter  the  facraments  four  times  a  year.  That  all 
“  preachers,  and  others  in  ecclefiaflical  orders,  do  at  all 
“  times  wear  the  habits  prefcribed.  That  none  be  admitted 
44  to  preach  unlefs  he  be  ordained  according  to  the  manner 
“  of  the  church  of  England.  That  none  be  admitted  to 
“  preach,  or  execute  any  part  of  the  ecclefiaflical  fun&ion, 
“  unlefs  he  fubfcribe  the  three  following  articles:  1  ft.  To 
“  the  Queen's  supremacy  over  all perfons ,  and  in  all  caufes 
“  ecclefiaflical  and  civil  ’within  her  majeftfs  dominions.  2dly, 
“  To  the  book  of  common  prayer ,  and  of  the  ordination  of 
64  priejls  and  deacons ,  as  containing  nothing  contrary  to  the 


*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  1 1 8. 
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u  word  of  God;  and  that  they  will  ufe  it  in  all  their  puhlu k 
«  ?ninift  rations,  and  no  other .  3dly,  To  the  thirty-nine  articles 
“  of  the  church  of  England,  agreed  upon  in  the  fynod  of 1 562, 

“  and  afterwards  confirmed  by  parliament  ”  And  with 
what  feverity  his  grace  enforced  thefe  articles,  will  be  lecn 

prefently.  n  ,  , 

It  is  eafy  to  obferve,  that  they  were  all  levelled  at  the 

puritans;  but  the  mod  difmterefted  civil  lawyers  of  thefe 
times  were  of  opinion,  that  his  grace  had  no  legal  authority 
to  impofe  thofe,  or  any  other  articles,  upon  the  clergy,  with¬ 
out  the  broad  feal;  and  that  all  his  proceedings  upon  them 
were  an  abufe  of  the  royal  prerogative,  contraiy  to  the 
laws  of  the  land,  and  confequently  fo  many  afts  of  oppreffion 
upon  the  fubjech  Their  reafons  were; 

1.  Becaufe  the  ftatute  of  the  25th  Henry  VUIth,  chap. 
20,  exprefly  prohibits  “  the  whole  body  of  the  clergy,  01 

any  one  of  them,  to  put  in  ufe  any  constitutions,  or  canons  ( 
L<L  already  made,  or  hereafter  to  be  made,  except  they  be  made 
“  in  convocation  aflembled  by  the  King’s  writ,  his  royal  aflent 
6C  being  alfo  had  thereunto,  on  pain  of  fine  and  impr ilonment* 

2.  Becaufe,  by  the  ftatute  of  ift  Eliz.  chap.  3,  “  All 
cc  fuch  jurifdiftions,  privileges,  fuperiorities,  pre-eminencies, 

fpiritual  or  ecclefiaftical  power  and  authority,  which  hath 
4 4  heretofore  been,  or  may  lawfully  be  executed  or  ufed  for 

the  vifitation  of  the  ecclefiaftical  ftate  and  perfons,  and 
u  for  reformation  of  the  fame,  and  of  all  manner  of  errors, 
4C  herefies,  fchifms,  abufes,  contempts,  and  enormities,  are 
6C  for  ever  united  to  the  imperial  crown  of  thefe  realms — 
Whence  it  follows,  that  all  power  is  taken  from  the  bipops , 
except  that  of  governing  their  diocefes  according  to  the 
laws  of  the  land,  or  according  to  any  further  injunftions 
they  may  receive  from  the  crown  under  the  broad  feal . 

3.  Becaufe  fome  of  the  archbifhop’ s  articles  were  direftly 
contrary  to  the  ftatute  laws  of  the  realm ,  which  the  Queen 
herfelf  has  not  power  to  alter  or  difpenfe  with.  By  the  1 3th 
Eliz .  chap.  12,  the  fubfeription  of  the  clergy  is  limited  to 
thofe  articles  of  the  church,  which  relate  to  the  doB nines  of 
faith ,  and  adminiftration  of  the  facr aments  only;  whereas 
the  bifhop  enjoined  them  to  fubferibe  the  whole  thirty-nine. 


*  MS.  p.  429. 
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And  by  the  preamble  of  the  fame  ftatute,  all  ordinations  in 
the  times  of  popery,  or  after  the  manner  of  foreign  reformed 
c  lurches,  are  admitted  to  be  valid,  fo  that  fuch  may  enjoy 
any  ecclefiaftical  preferment  in  the  church:  but  the  arch! 

1  top  fays,  [Art.  4 t¥]  That  none  Jhall  be  admitted  to  preach 
nn/efs  he  be  ordained  according  to  the  manner  of  the  church  of 
England.  Upon  thefe  accounts,  if  the  Queen  had  fallen 

out  with  him,  he  might  have  incurred  the  guilt  of  a  tree. 

?numre .  r 


To  thefe  arguments  it  was  replied  by  his  grace’s  lawyers, 
1.  1  hat  by  the  canon  law,  the  archbijhop  has  power  to  make 
laws  for  the  well-government  of  the  church,  fofar  as  they  do 
not  encounter  the  peace  of  the  church,  and  quietnefs  of  the 
realm,  lo  which  it  was  anfwered,  this  might  be  true  in 
times  of  popery,  but  the  cafe  was  very  much  altered  fince 
the  reformation,  becaufe  now  the  archbiihops  and  bi{hops, 
authority  is  derived  from  the  perfon  of  the  Queen  only,  for 
the  late  Queen  Mary,  having  furrendered  back  all  ecclefi- 
aftical  jurifdi&ion  into  the  hands  of  the  pope,  the  prefent 
Queen  upon  her  accefllon  had  no  jurifdiction  refident  in  her 
perfon,  till  the  ftatute  of  recognition,  Eliz.  ift,  by  which 
the  archbiihops  and  bilhops  of  this  realm,  being  exempted 
from  the  jurifdittion  of  the  pope,  are  made  fubjedt  to  the 
Queen,  to  govern  her  people  in  ecclefiaftical  caufes,  as  her 
other  fubjedts  govern  the  fame  (according  to  their  places)  in 
civil  caufes;*  fo  that  the  clergy  are  no  more  to  be  called  the 
archbifhops  or  hijhops’’  children,  but  the  Queen’s  liege  people, 
and  are  to  be  governed  by  them  according  to  the  laws’ 
wnich  laws  are  fuch  canons,  confutations ,  and  fynodals  pro¬ 
vincial,  as  were  in  force  before  2 5  Hen.  VIII.  and  are  not 
contrary,  nor  repugnant  to  the  laws  and  cuftoms  of  the 
realm,  nor  derogatory  to  her  majefty’s  prerogative  royal;  and 
therefore  all  canons  made  before  2 §  Hen.  VIII.  giving  to  the 
archbiihops  or  bilhops  an  unlimited  power  over  the  clergy, 
as  derived  from  the  fee  of  Rome,  are  utterly  void,  fuch  canons 
being  directly  againft  the  laws  and  cuftoms  of  the  realm, 
which  do  not  admit  of  any  fubjedt  executing  a  law  but  by 
authority  from  the  prince;  and  they  are  derogatory  to  her 
majefty’s  prerogative  royal,  becaufe  hereby  fome  of  her 


®  MS.  p,  66-i. 
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fubje&s  might  claim  an  unlimited  power  over  her  other 
fubjefts,  independent  of  the  crown,  and  by  their  private 
authority  command  or  forbid  what  they  pleafe.  Since  then 
the  arclibifhop’s  articles  were  framed  by  his  own  private  au-  * 
thority,  they  cannot  be  jultified  by  any  of  the  canons  now 
in  force.  And  as  for  the  peace  of  the  church  and  quiet  of  the 
realm ,  they  were  fo  far  from  promoting  them,  that  they 
were  like  to  throw  both  into  confufion. 

2.  It  was  faid  that  the  Queen ,  as  head  of  the  churchy  had 
power  to  publijh  articles  and  injunctions  for  reducing  the  clergy 
to  uniformity'  and  that  the  archbijhop  had  the  Queen's  licence 
and  confent  for  what  he  did.  But  the  Queen  herfelf  had  no 
authority  to  publifh  articles  and  injun&ions  in  oppofition  to 
the  laws;  and  as  for  her  majefty’s  permijfion  and  confent ,  it 
could  be  no  warrant  to  the  -archbifhop,  except  it  had  been 
under  the  great  feat.  And  if  the  archbifhop  had  no  legal 
authority  to  command,  the  clergy  were  not  obliged  to  obeyj 
the  oath  of  canonical  obedience  does  not  bind  in  this  cafe, 
becaufe  it  is  limited  to  licitis  et  honejlis ,  things  lawful  and 
honef\  whereas  the  prefent  articles  being  againft  law,  they 
were  enforced  by  no  legal  authority,  and  were  fuch  as  the 
minifters  could  not  honejlly  confent  to. 

Notwithstanding  thefe  objections,  the  archbilhop,  in  his 
primary  metropolitical  vifitation,  infilled  peremptorily,  that 
all  who  enjoyed  any  office  or  benefice  in  the  church  fhould 
fubfcribe  the  three  articles  above-mentioned;  the  Second  of 
which  he  knew  the  puritans  would  refufe:  Accordingly 


there  were  vufpended  for  not  fubfcribing, 

In  the  county  of  Norfolk  - 

64  Minifters. 

Suffolk  -  -  - 

60 

Suffix,  about  - 

3° 

Effex  - 

38 

Kent  -  .19 

or  20 

Lincolnfhire 

21 

In  all  233 

All  whofe  names  are  now  before  me;  befides  great  numbers 
in  the  diocefe  of  Peterborough ,  in  the  city  of  London ,  and 
proportionable  in  other  counties;  fome  of  whom  were  dig. 

nitaries 
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mtaries  in  the  church,  and  moft  of  them  graduates  in  the 
univeriity ;  of  thefe  fome  were  allowed  time,  but  forty-nine 
were  abfolutely  deprived  at  once.f 

Among  the  fufpende d  minifters  his  grace  fliewed  fome  par¬ 
ticular  favour  to  thofe  of  Sufex,  at  the  interceffion  of  fome 
gieat  pci  foils;  foi  aftei  a  long  difpute  and  many  arguments 
before  himfelf  at  Lambeth ,  he  accepted  of  the  fubfcription 
of  fix  or  feven,  with  their  own  explication  of  the  rubricks , 
and  with  a  declaration  that  their  fubfcription  was  not  to  be 
underflood  m  any  other  fenfe,  than  as  Jay  as  the  books 
were  agreeable  to  the  word  of  God ,  a?id  to  the  fubjlance  of 
religion  eftablifhed  in  the  church  of  England,  and  to  the  ana - 
of  faith  y  and  tJeat  it  did  not  extend  to  any  thing  not  expreffed 
1 1  t  he  fa  id  books .  Of  all  which  tne  archbiihop  allowed 

them  an  authentick  copy  in  writing,  dated  Dec,  the  6th, 
1583,  and  ordered  his  chancellor  to  fend  letters  to  Chichejler , 
that  the  reft  of  the  fufpended  minifters  in  that  county  might 
be  indulged  the  fame  favour. 

Many  good  and  pious  men  {trained  their  confciences  on 
this  occafion;  fome  fubfcribed  the  articles  with  this  pro- 
teftation  in  open  court,  as  far  as  they  are  agreeable  to  the 
word  of  God;  and  others  dempto  fecundo ,  that  is,  taking 
away  the  fecond.  Many,  upon  better  confideration,  repented 
their  fubfcribing  in  this  manner,  and  would  have  rafed  out 
their  names,  but  it  was  not  permitted.  Some,  who  were 
allured  to  fubfcribe  with  the  promifes  of  favour  and  better 
preferment,  were  neglefted  and  forgotten,  and  troubled  in 
the  commiffaries  court  as  much  as  before.  §  The  court  took 
no  notice  of  their  proteflations  or  ref  ewes ;  they  wanted 
nothing  but  their  hands ,  and  when  they  had  got  them, 
they  were  all  lifted  under  the  fame  colours,  and  publifhed  to 
the  world  as  abfolute  fubfcribers . 

The  body  of  the  inferior  clergy  wifned  and  prayed  for 
fome  amendments  in  the  fervice  book ,  to  make  their  brethren 
eafy.  46  I  am  fure  (fays  a  learned  divine  of  thefe  times)  that 
cc  this  good  would  come  of  it.  (1.)  It  would  pleafe  ah 

mighty  God.  (2.)  The  learned  minifters  would  be  more 

-  •  ^  . 

f  MS.  p.  436.  *  MS.  p.  323,  405.  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.129. 

§  Feimer’s  A&fwer  to  Dr.  Bridges,  p,  119*  120. 
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ec  firmly  united  againft  the  papilts.  (3.)  The  good  minifters 
ce  and  good  fubjefts,  whereof  many  are  now  at  Weeping-Crofs , 
“  would  be  cheered;  and  many  able  fludents  encouraged  to 
“  take  upon  them  the  miniftry.  And,  (4.)  Hereby  the 
cc  papifts ,  and  more  carelefs  fort  of  profeflbrs,  would  be 
“  more  eafily  won  to  religion.  If  any  objeft,  that  excellent 
u  men  were  publifhers  of  the  book  of  prayer,  and  tliat 
<c  it  would  be  fome  difgrace  to  the  church  to  alter  it,  I 
anfwer,  1  ft.  That  though  worthy  men  are  to.  be  accounted 
“  of,  yet  their  overfights  in  matters  of  religion  are  not  to 
cc  be  honoured  by  fubfcriptions.  idly.  The  reformation  of 
the  fervice  book  can  be  no  difgrace  to  us  nor  them,  for 
“  men’s  fecond  thoughts  are  wifer  than  their  firfl;  and  die 
“  papifts  in  the  late  times  of  Pius  V.  reformed  our  Lady's 
“  P falter .  To  conclude,  if  amendments  to  the  book  be 
cc  inconvenient,  it  muft  be  either  in  regard  of  proteftants 
or  papifts;  it  cannot  be  in  regard  of  protejlants ,  for  very 
great  numbers  of  them  pray  heartily  to  God  for  it.  And 
“  if  it  be  in  regard  of  the  papifts ,  we  are  not  to  mind 
“  them;  for  they  whofe  captains  fay,  that  we  have  neither 
“  church,  nor  lacraments,  nor  minifters,  nor  Queen,  in 
England ,  are  not  greatly  to  be  regarded  of  us.”* 

But  Whitgift  was  to  be  influenced  by  110  fuch  arguments ; 
he  was  againit  all  alterations  in  the  liturgy,  for  this  general 
reafon,  Left  the  church  Jhould  be  thought  to  have  maintained 
an  error:  which  is  furprizing  to  come  from  the  mouth  of  a 
proteflant  bifliop,  who  had  fo  lately  feparated  from  the  infal¬ 
lible  church  of  Rome .  His  grace’s  arguments  for  fubfcription 
to  his  articles  are  no  lefs  remarkable,  ift.  If  you  do  not  ful> 
fcribe  to  the  book  of  common  prayer ,  you  do  in  eiTeft  fay 
there  is  no  true  fervice  of  God,  nor  adminiftration  of  facra- 
ments  in  the  land.  .  sdly.  If  you  do  not  fublcribe  the  book 
of  ordination  of  priefls ,  &c.  then  our  calling  mult  be  unlaw¬ 
ful,  and  we  have  no  true  miniftry  nor  church  in  England . 
3dly.  If  you  do  not  fubfcribe  the  book  of  the  thirty-nine  ar¬ 
ticles^  you  deny  true  dofirine  to  be  eltabliflied  among  us, 
which  is  the  main  note  of  a  true  church.f  Could  an  honeft 
man,  and  a  great  fcholar,  be  iri  earnelt  with  this  reafoning? 

MS,  p*  1 5 6,  f  Life  of  Whitgift,,  p,  125. 
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Might  not  the  puritans  diflike  fome  things  in  the  fervice 
book  without  invalidating  the  whole?  Did  not  his  grace 
know,  that  they  offered  to  fubfcribe  to  the  ufe  of  the  fervice 
book,  as  far  as  they  could  apprehend  it  confonant  to  truth, 
though  they  could  not  give  it  under  their  hands,  that  there 
was  nothing  in  it  contrary  to  the  word  of  G on,  nor  promife 
to  ufe  the  whole  without  the  leaf  variation,  in  their  publick 
minifry?  But  according  to  the  archbilhop’s  logick,  the 
church  mull;  be  infallible  or  no  church  at  all.  The  liturgy 
muft  be  perfect  in  every  phrafe  and  fentence,  or  it  is  no  true 
fervice  of  God;  and  every  article  of  the  church  mvjl  be 
agreeable  to  fcripture,  or  they  contain  no  true  doftrine  at  all. 
He  told  the  minifters,  that  all  who  did  not  fubfcribe  his  ar¬ 
ticles  were  fchifnatJcks;  that  they  had  fejfarated  themfelves 
from  the  church;  and  declared  peremptory,  that  they  flrould 
be  turned  out  of  it. 

This  conduct  of  the  archbilhop  was  expofed  in  a  pamphlet, 
entitled  the  Pradlice  of  P relates  ;|  which  fays,  that  none 
ever  ufed  good  minifters  fo  feverely  fince  the  reformation  as 
he;  that  his  fevere  proceedings  were  againft  the  judgment 
of  many  of  his  brethren  the  bilhops,  and  that  the  devil,  the 
common  enemy  of  mankind,  had  certainly  a  hand  in  it. — 
For  who  of  the  miniiters  (fays  this  writer)  have  been  tumul¬ 
tuous  or  unpeaceable?  Have  they  not  ftriven  for  peace  in 
their  miniftry,  in  their  writings,  and  by  their  example;  and 
fought  for  their  difcipline  only  by  lawful  and  dutiful  means? 
Why  then  Ihould  the  archbilhop  tyrannize  over  his  fellow 
minifters,  and  ftarve  many  thoufand  fouls,  by  depriving  all 
who  refufe  fubfcription?  Why  fliould  he  lay  fuch  ftrefs 
upon  popilh  opinions,  and  upon  an  hierarchy  that  never 
obtained  till  the  approach  of  antichrift? 

Loud  were  the  cries  of  thefe  poor  fufferers  and  their 
diftreffed  families  to  Heaven  for  mercy,  as  well  as  to  their 
fuperiors  on  earth!  Their  temptations  were  ftrong;  for  as 
men ,  they  were  moved  with  compaflion  for  their  wives  and 
little  ones ;  and  as  faithful  minifters  of  Chrift,  they  were 
defirous  to  be  ufeful,  and  to  preferve  the  tefimony  of  a  good 
confcience.  Some  through  frailty  were  overcome  and  fub- 
mitted,  but  moft  of  them  call  themfelves  and  families  upon 


f  Life  of  Whitgift,  p,  122. 
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the  providence  of  God;  having  written  to  the  Queen,  to 
the  archbilhop,  and  to  the  lords  of  the  council;  and  after 
fome  time  to  the  parliament,  for  a  friendly  conference,  or  a 
publick  deputation,  when  and  where,  and  before  whom 
theypleafed;  though  without  fuccefs.§ 

The  fupplication  of  the  Norfolk  minijlers  to  the  lords  of 
the  council,  figned  with  twenty  hands;  the  fupplication  of 
the  Lincolnjhire  minijlers  with  twenty-one  hands;  the  fuppli¬ 
cation  of  the  Effex  minijlers  with  twenty-feven  hands;  the 
fupplication  of  the  Qxfordjhire  minijlers  with  —  hands;  the 
fupplication  of  tho  minijlers  of  Kent  with  feventeen  hands, 
are  now  before  me;  belides  the  fupplication  of  die  London 
minijlers,  and  of  jhofe  of  the  diocefe  of  Ely  and  Cambridge- 
Jhire ;  reprefenting  in  molt  moving  language  their  unhappy 
circumltances,  “  We  commend,  they  fay, ‘to  your  honours 
“  compaffion  our  poor  families,  but  much  more  do  wc  com- 
“  me»d  our  doubtful,  fearful,  and  difirejjed  confciences,  to- 
“  gether  with  the  cries  of  our  poor  people,  who  are 
“  hungring  after  the  word,  and  are  now  as  Iheep  having  no 

Ihepherd.  We  have  applied  to  the  archbilhop,  but  can  get 
“  no  relief,  we  therefore  humbly  beg  it  at  your  honours 
“  hands.” — -f  They  declare  their  readinefs  to  fubferibe  the 
doctrinal  articles  of  the  church,  according  to  the  Stat.  13 
Eliz.  cap.  12.  and  to  the  other  articles,  as  far  as  they  are  not 
repugnant  to  the  word  of  God.  And  they  promife  further, 
if  they  may  be  difpenfed  with  as  to  fubfeription,  that  they  will 
make  no  dillurbance  in  the  church,  nor  feparate  from  it. 

The  Kentijh  minijlers ,  in  their  fupplication  to  the  lords  of 
the  council,  profelfed  their  reverence  for  the  eflabiilhed 
church, |  and  their  elteem  for  the  book  of  common  prayer, 

fo 


§  In  the  year  1683  one  John  Lewis,  for  denying  the  deity  of  Chrift, 
was  burnt  at  Norwich.  Many  of  the  popifh  perfuafion,  under  the  charge 
of  treafon,  were  executed  in  different  places.  But,  notwithftanding  thefe 
revenues  “  her  majefty  (fays  Fuller)  was  moft  merciful  unto  many  popifh 
malefadtors,  whole  lives  flood  forfeited  to  the  law,  in  the  rigour  thereof. 

e7cty’u  °  kffD  condemned,  by  one  adt  of  grace  were  pardoned 
and  fent  beyond  fea.”  Church  Hiftory,  b.  ix.  p.  169,  i7o.  Ed. 

f  MS.  p.  328,  330,  &c. 

I  This  has  been  conlidered,  by  Bifhop  Warhurton,  as  inconliftent  with 
calling  the  "  eft ahlijhed  church  aji  hierarchy,  that  never  obtained  till  the 
-  aPProac)l  of  antichrift.  But  the  charge  of  inconfiftency  docs  not  lie 
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fo  far  as  that  they  faw  no  neceffity  of  feparating  from  the 
unity  of  the  church  on  that  account:  That  they  believed 
the  word  preached,  and  the  facraments  adminiftered  accord¬ 
ing  to  authority ,  touching  the  fubftance,  to  be  lawful.  They 
promifed  to  ihew  themfelves  obedient  to  the  Queen,  in  all 
caufes  ecclefiajlical  and  civil ;  but  then  they  added,  that 
there  were  many  things  that  needed  reformation ,  which  there¬ 
fore  they  could  not  honeftly  fet  their  hatids  to  *  They  con¬ 
clude  with  praying  for  indulgence,  and  fubfcribe  themfelves 
their  honours'  daily  and  faithful  orators ,  the  miniflers  of  Kent 
fuf pended  from  the  execution  of  their  minifir y. 

The  London  miniflers  applied  to  the  convocation,  and 
fifteen  of  them  offered  to  fubfcribe  to  the  Queen’s  fupremacy , 
to  the  ufe  of  the  common  prayer  book ,  and  to  the  doftrinal 
articles  of  the  church,  if  they  might  be  reftored;  but  then 
add,  44  We  dare  not  fay  there  is  nothing  in  the  three  books 
44  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God,  till  we  are  otherwife  en- 
44  lightened ;  and  therefore  humbly  pray  our  brethren  in 
44  convocation,  to  be  a  means  to  the  Queen  and  parliament, 
44  that  we  may  not  be  preffed  to  an  abfolute  fubfcription ,  but 
44  be  fuffered  to  go  on  in  the  quiet  difcharge  of  the  duties 
44  of  our  calling,  as  we  have  done  heretofore,  to  the  honour 
44  of  Almighty  God,  and  the  edification  of  his  church,— 
44  We  proteft,  before  God  and  our  Saviour  Jefus  Chrift, 
44  that  if  by  any  means,  by  doing  that  which  is  not  wicked, 
44  we  might  continue  ftill  our  labours  in  the  gofpel,  we 
44  would  gladly  and  willingly  do  any  thing  that  might  procure 
44  that  bleffing,  efteeming  it  more  than  all  the  riches  in  the 
44  world;  but  if  we  cannot  be  fuffered  to  continue  in  our 
44  places  and  callings,  we  befeech  the  Lord  to  drew  greater 
44  mercy  to  thofe  by  whom  this  affliftion  fhall  be  brought 
44  upon  us,  and  upon  the  people  committed  to  our  charge, 
44  for  whom  we  will  not  ceafe  to  pray,  that  the  good  work 
44  which  the  Lord  has  begun  by  our  labours  may  ftill  be  ad- 
44  vanced,  to  that  day  when  the  Lord  {hall  give  them  and  us 
44  comfort  one  in  another,  and  in  his  prefence  everlafting 

a^ainft  the  Kentijh,  miniflers  who  fpeak  above,  unlefs  it  be  proved  that 
they  were  the  authors  of  the  pamphlet,  entitled  the  Practice  of  Prelates* 
which  contains  the  other  fentiments.  Ed. 

*  MS.  p.  326.  66  happinefs 
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cc  happinefs  and  eternal  glory.” ||  This  petition  was  pre- 
fented  to  the  convocation,  in  the  firlt  fefiions  of  the  next 
parliament,  in  the  name  of  the  minijlers  of  London  that  had 
refufed  to  fubfcribe  the  articles  lately  enforced  upon  them ;  with 
an  humble  requeft  to  have  their  doubts  fatisfied  by  con* 
ference,  or  any  other  way. 

Among  the  fufpended  minifters  of  London ,  was  the  learned 
and  virtuous  Mr.  Barber ,  who  preached  four  times  a  week 
at  Bow  Church:  His  parifhioners,  to  the  number  of  120, 
figned  a  petition  to  the  lord-mayor  and  court  of  aldermen 
for  his  releafe,  but  that  court  could  not  obtain  it.f  March  4, 
1584,  the  learned  Mr.  Field  and  Mr.  Eger! on  were  fufpended. 
Mr.  Field  had  been  often  in  bonds  for  non-conformity;  he 
was  minifter  of  Aldermary ,  and  had  admitted  an  alfembly 
of  minifters  at  his  houfe,  among  whom  were  fome  Scots 
divines,  wTho  being  difaffefted  to  the  hierarchy,  the  aflembly 
was  declared  an  unlawful  conventicle,  and  Mr.  Field  was  fuf¬ 
pended  from  his  miniftry  for  entertaining  them;  but  the  reft 
were  deprived  for  not  fubfcribing. 

Many  gentlemen  of  reputation  both  in  city  and  country 
appeared  for  the  fufpended  minijlers ,  as  well  out  of  regard 
to  their  poor  families,  as  for  the  fake  of  religion,  it  being 
impoflible  fo  fupply  to  many  vacancies  as  were  made 
In  the  church  upon  this  occafion.  The  gentlemen  of 
Norfolk ,  Cambridgejhire ,  and  Kent ,  interceded  with  the  arch- 
bifliop,  alleging  that  it  was  very  hard  to  deal  with  men  fo 
feverely  for  a  few  rites  and  ceremonies,  when  they  wTere 
neither  hereticks  nor  fchifmaticks ,  and  when  the  country 
wanted  their  ufeful  preaching.  The  parifhioners  of  the 
feveral  places  from  whence  the  minifters  were  ejefted,  figned 
petitions  to  the  lord  treafurer,  and  others  of  the  Queen’s 
council,  befeeching  them,  in  the  bowels  of  Jefus  Chrijl ,  that 
their  minifters  being  of  an  upright  and  holy  converfation, 
and  diligent  preachers  of  the  word  of  God,  might  be  rer 
ftored,  or  otherwife  (their  livings  being  only  of  fmall  value) 
their  fouls  would  be  in  danger  of  perifhing  for  lack  of 
knowledge.* 

ii  MS‘  P-  595>  623.  f  MS.  p.  460,  568,  &c.  *  MS.  p.  457. 
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The  inhabitants  of  Malden  in  EJfex  fent  up  a  complaint  to 

U  f  C0UI!C1  ’  Ct  T^at  1'ince  their  uiinifters  had  been  taken 
,£  ro™  ,m’  for  not  fubfcribing  to  certain  articles  neither 
confirmed  by  the  law  of  God ,  nor  of  the  land ;  they  had 

no.ne  ,  ^ut  ^Llc^  as  ^ey  could  prove  unfit  for  that  office 
<r  ein:?ac;0?ct^er  ignorant,  having  been  either  popifh  trie  [Is 
(c  J31  me}Ji  thruft  in  upon  the  miniftry  when  they 

u  knf  WT  m?L  Ilow  t0  llve*  men  °f  occupation,  ferving  men , 
and  the  bafeft  of  all  forts;  and  which  is  moft  lamentable, 

<c  f  th^  afe  men  of  no  gifts,  fo  they  are  of  no  common, 
<c  i}oncitY>  but  rioters ,  dicers ,  drunkards ,  &c.  and  of  offen¬ 
sive  lives.  fhefe  are  the  men  (fay  they)  that  are  fup- 
ported,  whofe  reports  and  fuggeltions  againft  others  are 
cc  re<ldlly  rt)ceive(i  and  admitted;  by  reafon  of  which,  mul- 
titudes  of  papifts ,  hereticks ,  and  other  enemies  to  God 
and  the  Queen  are  increafed,  and  we  ourfelves  in  danger 
of  being  infulted.  We  therefore  humbly  befeech  your 
"  honours  in  the  bowels  of  Jefus  Chrift ,  to  be  a  means  of  re. 
“  {tormg  our  godly  and  faithful  miniflers;  fo  fhall  we  and 
many  thoufands  of  her  majeffy’s  fubjects,  continue  our 
daily  Applications  to  Almighty  God,  &c.” 

I  he  petition  of  the  inhabitants  of  Norwich ,  llgned  with 
iy6  hands,  and  many  letters  and  fnpplications  from  the  moll 
populous  town  in  England ,  to  the  fame  purpofe,  are  now 
before  me.  But  thele  appeals  of  the  puritans  and  their 
friends  did  them  no  fervice;  for  the  watchful  archbifhop, 
whofe  eyes  were  about  him,  wrote  to  the  council  to  put  them 
in  mind,  I  hat  the  caufe  of  the  puritans  did  not  lie  before 
them:  f hat  he  wondered  at  the  prefumption  of  the  mi- 
nifters ,  to  bring  his  doings  in  queftion  before  their  lordjhips; 
and  at  their  proud  fpirit,  to  dare  to  offer  to  aifpute  before 
fo  great  a  body  againft  the  religion  eftablifhed  by  lawT, 
and  againft  a  book  fo  painfully  penned,  and  confirmed 
“  by  the  higheft  authority.55  He  then  adds,  «  That  it 
*v  was  not  for  him  to  fit  in  his  place,  if  every  curate  in 
his  diocefe  muff  difpute  with  him;  nor  could  he  do  his 
duty  to  the  Queen,  if  he  might  not  proceed  without  in- 
terruption;  but  if  they  would  help  him  he  fhould  foon 
bring  them  to  comply.5>|  As  to  the  gentlemen  who 
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petitioned  for  their  minifters,  he  told  them  to  their  faces, 
that  he  would  not  fuffer  their  factious  minifters ,  untefs  they 
would  fubfcribe :  That  no  church  ought  to  fuffer  its  laudable 
rites  to  be  neglefted:  That  though  the  minifteis  wcit  not 
hereticks ,  they  were  fchifmaticks ,  hecaufe  they  raffed  a  con- 
temion  in  the  church,  about  things  not  neceffary  to  falvation. 
And  as  for  lack  of  preaching,  if  the  gentlemen  or  parifh- 
ioners  would  let  him  difpofe  of  their  livings,  he  would  take 
care  to  provide  them  with  able  men.  Thus  this  great  prelate, 
who  had  complied  with  the  popifli  religion, §  and  kept  his 
place  in  the  univerlity  through  all  the  reign  of  Queen 
Mary ,  was  refolved  to  bear  down  all  oppofition,  and  to 
difplay  his  fovereign  power  againft  thole  whole  confciences 

were  not  as  flexible  as  his  owm. 

But  not  content  with  his  epif copal  jurifdiftion,  his  grace 
folicited  the  Queen  for  a  new  ecclesiastical  commission, 
and  gave  her  majefty  thefe  weighty  reafons  for  it,  among 
others.  Becaufe  the  puritans  contemn  the  ecclefiaftical  cen- 
fures.  Becaufe  the  commijfion  may  order  a  fearch  for  fcditious 
books ,  and  examine  the  waiters  or  publilhers  upon  oath , 
which  a  bifliop  cannot.  Becaufe  the  ecclefiaftical  commijfion 
can  punifli  by  fines ,  wiiich  are  very  commodious  to  the  go¬ 
vernment  ;  or  by  imprifonment ,  wiiich  will  ftrike  more  terror 
into  the  puritans.  Becaufe  a  notorious  fault  cannot  be 
notorioufly  punifhed,  but  by  the  commijfion .  Becaufe  the 
whole  ecclefiaftical  law  is  but  a  carcafe  without  a  foul , 
unlefs  it  be  quickened  by  the  commijjion* 

The  Queen,  who  was  already  difpofed  to  methods  of  fe¬ 
ver  ity,  eafily  gave  w^ay  to  the  archbifhop’s  arguments,  and 

§  Bilhop  Maddox  here  cenfures  Mr.  Neal,  and  fays  that  the  reverie  was 
true.  The  fad,  from  all  his  biographers,  appears  to  be,  that  on  the  ex¬ 
pectation  of  a  vifitation  of  the  univerfity,  in  Queen  Mary's  reign,  to  fupprefs 
herefy,  and  to  oblige  fuch  as  were  qualified  to  take  the  firft  tonfure;  Whit- 
£///,’ forefeeing  his  danger,  and  fearing  not  only  an  expulfion  but  for  his 
life,  particularly  becaufe  he  could  not  comply  <with  this  requifttion ,  would 
have  gone  abroad:  but  Dr.  Pearn  encouraged  and  perfuaded  him  to  fiav, 
bidding  him  to  keep  his  own  counfel,  and  not  utter  his  opinion,  and  en- 
gaging  to  conceal  him  without  incurring  any  danger  to  his  confidence  in 
this  vifitation.  He  continued,  therefore,  in  the  college  throughout  this 
reign.  But  it  is  not  to  be  conceived  but  that  he  mull  have  prefer ved  an 
outward  conformity  to  the  publick  and  ufual  fervices  of  the  church.  Ed* 

*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  134. 
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ordered  a  new  high  commiffion  to  be  prepared,  which  {he  put 

thj t  great  feal  to,  in  the  month  of  December  ic8g,  and  the 
26th  year  of  her  reign. § 


/ 


§  There  had  been  five  high  commifiions  before  this,  in  moll  of  which 

Y*JrerS  'Y  c°mmiffi?ners  had  been  ^larged;  but  forafmuch  as  the 
court  was  now  almoft  at  its  height,  I  will  give  the  reader  an  abftraft  of  their 

commiffion  rrom  an  attefted  copy,  under  the  hand  and  feal  of  Abraham 

r- n °rfcy  Pubbctk>  at  the  fPecial  requeft  and  command  of  the 
archbifhop  himfelf,  dated  January  7th,  1583-4* 

The  preamble  recites  the  aft  of  the  firft  of  the  Queen,  commonly  called 
the  act  tor  refiortng  to  the  crown  the  antient  jurifdiaion  of  the  l late  eccle- 
ftfacal  and  awl,  and  the  abolijhtng  all  foreign  power  repug, tant  to  the 
jartc.  and  another  of  the  fame  year ,  for  uniformity  of  common  prayer 
and  ferwce  of  the  church  and  adminifi ration  of  the  facraments  r  and  a 
third  of  the  5th  of  the  Queen,  entitled  an  ait  of  affurance  of  the  Sunn's 
powers  over  all  fates,  Icq.:  and  a  fourth  of  the  13  Ettz.  entitled,  an 
a  A  for  reforming  certain  dif orders  touching  minifies  of  the  church:  as 
tee  .oundation  of  her  ecclefiafical  jurifdiftion  and  power.  Her  mai'efty 
then  names  forty-four  commiffioners,  whereof  twelve  were  biffiops ;  fome 
were  privy  counfellors,  lawyers,  and  officers.of  ftate,  as  Sir  Francis  Knotty s 
t  re  ami  er  of  tne  ho  u  (ho  Id,  Sir  brands  IValfnghasn  lecretary  of  ftate.  Sir 
Walter  Mildmay  chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Sir  Ralph  Sadlier  chancellor 
of  the  dutchy  of  Lancafter,  Sir  Gilbert  Gerard  mailer  of  the  Rolls,  Sir 
Robert  Manhood  lord  chief  baron  of  the  Exchequer,  Sir  Gwen  Hopton 
lieutenant  of  the  Tower  of  London,  'John  Ropham ,  efq;  attorney-general, 
Thomas  Egerton,  efq;  folicitor- general;  the  reft  were  deans,  archdeacons’ 
ana  civilians.  Her  majefty  then  proceeds; 


“  WE,  earneftly  minding  to  have  the  above-mentioned  laws  put  in 
“  execution,  and  putting  fpecial  truft  and  confidence  in  your  wifdoms  and 
“  diferetions,  have  authorized  and  appointed  you  to  be  our  commiffioners  : 
“  and  do  give  full  power  and  authority  to  you,  or  any  three  of  you,  whereof 
“  the  Archbijhop  of.  Canterbury ,  or  one  of  the  bifhops  mentioned  in  the 
commiftlon,  or  Sn  Ft  ancis  IE  alfnghum ,  Sir  Gilbert  Gerard ,  or  lome 
“  of  the  civilians,  to  be  one,  to  enquire  from  time  to  time  during  our 
“  pleafure,  as  well  by  the  oaths  of  twelve  good  and  lawful  men,  as  alfo 
“  by  witneftes,  and  all  other  means  and  ways  you  can  dev  if e ;  of  all  offences, 
<c  contempts,  mifdemeanors,  &c.  done  and  committed  contrary  to  the  tenor 
of  the  laid  feveral  ads  and  Jiatutes ;  and  alfo  to  enquire  of  all  heretical 
“  opinions,  /editions  books,  contempts,  conf piracies,  falfe  rumours  or  talks, 
6C  Jlanderous  words  and  fay ings,  See.  contrary  to  the  aforefaid  laws,  or 
“  any  others,  ordained  for  the  maintenance  of  religion  in  this  realm,  to- 
“  gether  with  their  abettors,  counfellors,  or  coadjutors. 

“  And  further  we  do  give  full  power  to  you,  or  any  three  of  you,  whereof 
<f  the  Archbijhop  of  Canterbury,  or  one  of  the  bijhops  mentioned  in  the 
commiffion,  to  be  one,  to  hear  and  determine  concerning  the  premifes, 
((  and  to  order,  correfl,  reform,  and  puniJh  all  perfons  dwelling  in  places 
exempt  or  not  exempt,  that  wilfully  and  obftinately  abfent  from  church. 
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The  court  of  high  commission  was  fo  called,  becaufe 
it  claimed  a  larger  jurifdiftion,  and  higher  powers  than  the 
ordinary  courts  of  the  bifloops ;  its  jurifdittion  extended  over 
the  whole  kingdom,  and  was  the  fame  in  a  manner  with  that 
which  had  been  veiled  in  the  fingle  perfon  of  Lord  Cromwel, 
vicar-general  to  King  Henry  VIII.  though  now  put  into  com- 

miflion. 

*  \ 

*<  or  divine  fervice  eftabliOied  bylaw,  by  the  cenfures  of  the  church,  or  any 
iC  other  lawful  ways  and  meant ,  by  the.  ad  of  uniformity,  or  any  laws 
<c  ecclefiaftical  of  this  realm  limited  and  appointed;  and  to  take  order,  of 
«  your  difcretions,  that  the  penalties  and  forfeitures  limited  by  the  faid  ad 
“  of  uniformity  againft  the  offenders  in  that  behalf  may  be  duly  levied, 
“  according  to  the  forms  prcjcribed  in  the  Jaid  adt,  to  the  ufe  of  us  and 
“  the  poor,  upon  the  goods,  lands  and  tenements  of  fuch  offenders,  by 
€f  way  of  diftrefs,  according  to  the  true  meaning  and  limitation  of  the 
idatute. 

<c  And  we  do  further  empower  you,  or  any  three,  of  you,  during  our 
“  pleafure,  to  vifitand  reform  all  errors,  herefies,  fchifms,  &c.  which  may 
“  lawfully  he  reformed  or  refrained  by  cenfures  ecclefiaftical,  deprivation 
((  or  otherwife,  according  to  the  power  and  authority  limited  and  appointed 
“  by  the  laws ,  ordinances  and  fatutes  of  this  realm. 

“  And  we  do  hereby  further  empower  you,  or  any  three  of  you,  to  call 
“  before  you  fuch  perfons  as  have  ecclefiaftical  livings,  and  to  deprive  fuch  of 
f‘  them  as  wilfully  and  advifedly  maintain  any  dodrine  contrary  to  fuch  arti- 
“  cles  of  religion  of the  fynod  of  15  62,  which  only  concern  the  confeffion  of 
the  true  faith  and  dodirine  of  the facr  ament  s ,  and  will  not  revoke  the  fame. 
“  And  we  do  further  empower  you,  or  any  three  of  you,  to  punifh  all 
“  incefs,  adulteries ,  fornications ,  outrages ,  mifehaajiours  and  diforders 
“  in  marriage ;  and  all  grievous  offences  puniftiable  by  the  ecclefiaftical 
fC  laws,  according  to  the  tenor  of  the  laws  in  that  behalf ,  and  according  to  your 
iC  wifdomSy  confciences ,  and  difcretions ,  commanding  you,  or  any  three  of  you , 
“  to  denjife  all  fuch  lawful  ways  and  means  for  the  fearching  out  the  premi- 
“  fes,  as  by  you  fall  be  thought  necejfary :  And  upon  due  proof  thereof 
“  had,  by  confeffion  of  the  part^,  or  lawful  witneffes,  or  by  any  other 
“  due  means,  to  order  and  award  fuch  punifhment  by  fme,  imprifonment, 
t(  cenfures  of  the  church,  or  by  all  or  any  of  the  faid  ways,  as  to  your 
wifdom  and  difcretions  (hail  appear  moft  meet  and  convenient. 

“  And  further  we  do  empower  you,  or  any  three  of  you,  to  call  before 
you  all  perfons  fufpeded  of  any  of  the  premifes,  and  to  proceed  againft 
ts  them,  as  the  quality  of  the  offence  and  fufpicion  fhall  require,  to  ex  a  mi  ; 
“  them  on  their  corporal  oaths , for  the  better  trial  and  opening  of  the  tr  ; 
“  and  if  any  perfons  are  obftinate  and  difobedient,  either  in  not  a '  -  ,  r 

61  at  your  command,  or  not  obeying  your  orders  and  decrees  y 

them  by  excommunication,  or  other  cenfures  ecc’ 
according  to yGur  difcretions-,  or  to  commit  the  faid  [f 

<f  there  to  remain,  till  he  or  they  fhall  be  by  you,  or  th.  <  i 

or  delivered;  and  fliall  pay  fuch  cofts  and  exnences  e 

f  fhall  require,  and  you  in  juftice  fhall  think  reafonable. 
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million.  1  he  court  was  erected  upon  the  authority  of  the 
afts  mentioned  in  the  preamble,  and  therefore  its  powers 
muft  be  limited  by  thofe  flatutes ;  but  the  council  for  Mr. 
Cawdrey,  whofe  cafe  was  argued  before  all  the  judges  in 
Trinity  term  1591,  queftioned  whether  the  court' had  any 
foundation  at  all  in  law;  it  being  doubtful  whether  the 
Queen  could  delegate  her  ecclefialtical  authority,  or  the 
commijfaries  aft  by  virtue  of  fuch  delegation. 

dmittin^  the  court  to  be  legal,  it  will  appear  that 
both  the  Queen  and  her  commiffioners  exceeded  the  powers 
granted  them  by  law ;  for  it  was  not  the  intendment  of  the 
aft  of  fupremacy ,  to  veil  any  new  powers  in  the  crown,  but 
only  to  reflore  thofe  which  were  fuppofed  to  be  its  ancient  and 
natural  right.  Nor  do  the  ads  above  recited  authorize  the 
Queen  to  difpenfe  with  the  laws  of  the  realm,  or  aft  contrary 
to  them;  or  to  fet  alide  the  ordinary  legal  courfe  of  proceed¬ 
ing  in  other  courts  of  judicature,  by  indiftments,  witnelfes, 
and  a  jury  of  twelve  men;  nor  do  they  empower  her  to  levy 
lines,  and  inflift  what  corporal  punilhments  fhe  pleafes  upon 
offenders;  but  in  all  criminal  cafes,  where  the  precife puniflr- 

“  And  further  we  give  full  power  and  authority  to  you,  or  three  of 
“  you  as  aforefaid,  to  command  all  our  fheriffs,  juflices,  and  other  officers, 

“  by  your  letters,  to  apprehend,  or  caufe  to  be  apprehended,  fuch  perfons  as 
“  you  fhall  think  meet  to  be  convened  before  you;  and  to  take  fuch  bond  as 
“  you  fhall  think  fit,  for  their  perfonal  appearance ;  and  in  cafe  of  refufal,  to 
€<  commit  them  to  fafe  cuflody,  till  you  fhall  give  order  for  their  enlarge- 
“  ment:  And  further,  to  take  fuch  iecurities  for  their  performance  of  your 
<f  decrees  as  you  fhall  think  reafonable.  And  further,  you  fhall  keep  a 
tc  regifter  of  your  decrees,  and  of  your  fines,  and  appoint  receivers, 

€i  meffengers,  and  other  officers,  with  fuch  falaries  as  you  fhall  think  fit; 
t(  the  receiver  to  certify  into  the  Exchequer ,  every  Eafter  and  Michaelmas 
€i  term ,  an  account  of  the  fines  taxed  and  received,  under  the  hands  of 
4‘  three  of  the  commiffioners. 

**  And  we  do  further  empower  you,  or  any  fix  of  you,  whereof  fome  to 
se  be  hi  [hops,  to  examine,  alter,  review,  and  amend  the  flatutes  of  colleges, 
r‘  cathedrals,  grammar-fchools,  and  other  publick  foundations,  and  to 
•*  prefent  them  to  us  to  be  confirmed. 

And  we  do  further  empower  you,  to  tender  the  oath  of  fupremacy  to 
€t  all  miniflers,  and  others  compellable  by  aft  of  parliament,  and  to  certify 
the  names  of  fuch  as  refufe  it  into  the  King  s-Bench. 

“  And  laflly,  we  do  appoint  a  feal  for  your  office,  having  a  crown  and 
gt  a  rofe  over  it,  and  the  letter  E  before,  and  R  after  the  fame;  and  round 
**  about  the  feal  thcfe  words,  Sigil,  commiff.  regies  maj<  ad  caufas  eccle - 
“  JtaJlicas” 
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ment  is  not  determined  by  tli zfiatute^  her  commiffioners  were 
to  be  direfted  and  governed  by  the  common  law  of  the  land. 

Yet  contrary  to  the  proceedings  in  other  courts,  and  to 
the  efiential  freedom  of  the  Englijh  conftitution,  the  Queen 
empowered  her  commiffioners,  to  enquire  into  all  mifde- 
meanours ,  not  only  by  the  oaths  of  twelve  men ,  and  witneffiesy 
but  by  ALL  OTHER  MEANS  AND  WAYS  THEY  COULD  DE¬ 
VISE;  that  is,  by  inquifition,  by  the  rack,  by  torture,  or  by 
any  ways  and  means,  that  forty-four  fovereign  judges  ffiould 
devife.  Surely  this  ffiould  have  been  limited  to  ways  and 
means  warranted  by  the  laws  and  cuftoms  of  the  realm. 

Further,  her  majefty  empowers  her  commiffioners ,  to  exa¬ 
mine  fuch  perfons  as  they  fufpeded  upon  their  corporal 
oaths,  for  the  better  trial  and  opening  of  the  truths  and  to 
punifh  thofe  that  refifed  the  oath ,  by  fine  or  imprifonment , 
according  to  their  discretion.  This  refers  to  the 
oath  ex  officio  mero ,  and  was  not  in  the  fivefirft  commiffions. 

It  was  faid  in  behalf  of  this  oath ,  by  Dr.  Aubrey ,§ 
that  though  it  was  not  warrantable  by  the  letter  of  "the 
ftatute  of  the  ift  of  Elizabeth ,  yet  the  canon  law  being  in 
force,  before  the  making  of  that  ftatute,  and  the  com- 
miffion  warranting  the  commiffioners  to  proceed  according 
to  the  law  ecclefiaftical ,  they  might  lawfully  adminifter  it 
according  to  ancient  cufiom .*  To  which  it  was  anfwered. 
That  fuch  an  oath  was  never  allowed  by  any  canon  of  the 
church,  or  general  council,  fb’r  a  thoufand  years  after  Chrift; 
that  when  it  was  uled  againft  the  primitive  chriftians,  the 
pagan  emperors  countermanded  it;  that  it  was  againft  the 
pope’s  law  in  the  decretals,  which  admits  of  fuch  an  inqui- 
fition  only  in  cafes  of  herefy;  nor  was  it  ever  ufed  in 
England ,  till  the  reign  of  King  Henry  the  IVth,  and  then  it 
was  enforced  as  law,  only  by  a  haughty  archbifliop,  without 
confent  of  the  commons  of  England ,  till  the  25th  of  Henry 
the  VUIth,  when  it  was  utterly  abrogated.  This  pretended 
law  was  again  revived  by  Oueen  Mary ,  but  repealed  again 
by  the  ift  of  Queen  Elizabeth ,  and  fo  remained.!  Befides, 

o  §  An(i  others,  learned  civilians*  and  moft  of  them,  Strype  fays 
judges  in  the  civil  and  ecclefiaftical  courts.  Ed. 

*  Life  of  VVhitgjft,  p.  34.0,  ^  Ibid.  p.  393,  394. 
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as  this  purging  men  by  oath  has  no  foundation  in  the  law  of 
the  fend,  it  is  undoubtedly  contrary  to  the  law  of  nature 
and  nations,  where  this  is  a  received  maxim,  Nemo  tenetur 
feipfum  accufare:  No  man  is  bound  to  accufe  himfelf.  The 
Queen  therefore  had  no  power  to  authorize  her  commiffi- 
oners  to  fet  up  an  inquifition ,  and  admin  ider  an  oath  to  the 
fufpefted  perfon,  to  anfwer  all  quedions  the  court  fhouldput 
to  him,  and  to  convict  him  upon  thofe  anfwers;  or  if  they 
could  confiont  his  declarations,  to  punilh  him  as  perjured. 

If  any  perfons  difobeyed  the  orders  and  decrees  of  the  court , 
ly  rot  appearing  at  their  fummons ,  &c.  the  commiffioners  were 
empowered  to  punijh  them  by  fine  or  imprisonment,  at 
their  discretions.  This  alio  was  contrary  to  law,  for 
tne  body  of  a  fubjeft  is  to  be  dealt  with,  fecundum  legem 
terra,  according  to  the  law  of  the  land ,  as  . Magna  Charta 
and  the  law  faith.  rI  he  clerk  felon  in  the  bifhop’s  prifon 
is  the  King’s  prifoner,  and  not  "the  bifhof s,  and  therefore 
by  the  id  of  Henry  the  Vllth,  cap.  4,  “  The  bilhop  of 
“  the  diocefe  is  empowered  to  imprifon  fuch  prieds,  or 
“  other  religious  perfons  within  his  jurifdiftion,  as  Aral! 
“  by  examination,  and  other  lawful  'proofs  requifite  by 
“  the  law  of  the  church,  be  convifted  of  fornication ,  inceji, 
“  or  any  flejhly  incontinency ,  and  there  to  detain  them  for 
“  fuch  time  as  lhall  be  thought  by  their  diferetions  con- 
“  venient,  according  to  the  quality  of  the  offence;  and 
“  that  none  of  the  faid  archbifhops  or  bifltops  fltall 
“  be  chargeable  with  an  action  of  falfe  imprifonment  for 
“  fo  doing.”*  Which  plainly  implies,  that  a  bilhop  cannot 
by  law  commit  a  man  to  prifon,  except  in  the  cafes  above- 
mentioned;  and  that  in  all  others,  the  law  remains  in  force 
as  before.  If  then  the  queen,  by  her  ecclefiadical  commiflion, 
could  not  difpcnfe  with  the  laws  of  the  land,  it  is  evident 
that  the  long  and  arbitrary  imprifonments  of  the  puritan 
clergy,  before  they  had  been  legally  convifted,  and  all 
their  confinements  afterwards,  beyond  the  time  limited  by 
the  datutes,  were  fo  many  acts  of  opprelfion;  and  every 
acting  bilhop  or  commiifioner  was  liable  to  be  fued  in  an 
af  tion  of  falfe  imprifonment . 


*  Life  of  Aylmer,  p.  1 45 . 
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The  law  fays,  no  man  lhall  be  fined  ultra  tenementum, , 
beyond  his  eftate  or  ability.  But  the  fines  raifed  by  this 
court,  in  the  two  next  reigns,  were  fo  exorbitant,  that  no 
man  was  fecure  in  his  property  01  cflatt ,  though,  according 
to  Lord  Clarendon,  their  power  of  levying  any  fines  at  all 
was  very  doubtful.  Some  for  fpeaking  an  unmannerly  word, 
tir  writing  what  the  court  was  pleated  to  conlbue  a  libel , 
were  fined  from  five  hundred  to  ten  thoufand  pounds,  and 
perpetual  miprifonmem j  fome  had  the  n  cats  cut  oil  and  then 
nofes  flit,  after  they  had  been  expofed  lcveral  days  in  the 
pillory:  and  many  families  were  driven  into  banifhment; 
till  in  procefs  of  time  the  court  became  fuch  a  general  nui- 
fance,  that  it  was  dilfolved  by  parliament,  with  a  claufe  that 
no  fuch  court  fliould  be  erected  for  the  future. 

Further,  the  commiffm  gives  no  authority  to  the  court  to 
frame  articles,  and  oblige  the  clergy  to  fubferibe  them.  It 
empowers  them  to  reform  all  errors,  herefies  and  fchifms, 
which  may  lawfully  be  reformed,  according  to  the  power  and. 
authority,  limited  and  appointed  by  the  laws  and Jlaiutes  of  the 
realm.  But  there  never  was  a  claufe  in  any  of  the  corn- 
millions,  empowering  them  to  enforce  fubfeription  to  articles 
of  their  own  devifing.*  Therefore  their  doing  this,  without 
a  fpecial  ratification  under  the  great  feal,  was  no  doubt  an 
ulurpation  of  the  fupremacy,  and  brought  them  within  the 
compafs  of  a  praemunire ,  according  to  the  fhuutes  of  the 
25th  of  Henry  the  VUIth,  cap.  20.  and  1  Eliz.  cap.  3. 

Lajlly,  Though  all  fpiritual  courts  (and  confequently  the 
high  commilfion)  are  and  ought  to  be  fubjeft  to  prohibitions 
from  the  fupreme  courts  of  law,  yet  the  commiffioners 
would  fcldom  or  never  admit  them,  and  at  length  terrified 
the  judges  from  granting  them:  So  that,  upon  the  whole, 
their  proceedings  were  for  the  moil  part  contrary  to  the 
adl  of  fabmiffwn  of  the  clergy,  contrary  to  the  flatute  laws 
of  the  realm,  and  no  better  than  a  fpiritual  inqiufition.% 

*  MS.  p.  573. 

§  In  this  view  it  was  confidered  by  the  Lord  Treafarer  Burleigh.-— 
“  According  to  my  fimple  judgment,”  fays  he,  in  a  letter  to  the  archbifhop, 
“  this  kind  of  proceeding  is  too  much  favoring  the  Romifh  inquifition, 
“  and  is  rather  a  device  to  feek  for  offenders,  than  reform  any.”  Fuller’s 
Church  Hiflory,  b.  ix.  p.  155.  Mr  .Hume  dogmatizes  this  court  not  only 
as  areal  inquisition;  but  attended  with  all  the  iniquities,  as  well  as 
cruelties,  infeparable  from  that  horrid  tribunal.  Ed.  If 
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If  a  clergyman  omitted  any  of  the  ceremonies  of  the 
church  m  hispubhck  miniflrations,  or  if  a  parilhioner  bore 
an  ill-will  to  his  mmifter,  he  might  inform  the  commiffioners 
by  letter,  that  he  was  a  Jufpeclcd  per/ on-,  upon  which  a 
purfmvant  or  meffenger  was  fent  to  his  houfe  with  a  citation.! 

I  he  purfmvant  who  brought  them  up,  had  thirty-three 
lhillmgs  and  four-pence  for  forty-one  miles,  being  about 

nme  °L.ten  Pence  a  m^e*  Upon  their  appearing  before  the 
commmioners,  they  were  committed  prisoners  to  the  Clink 

pnfon  feven  weeks,  before  they  were  called  to  their  trial _ 

When  the  prifoners  were  brought  to  the  bar,  the  court  im- 
^  ^  tendered  them  the  oath ,  to  anfwer  all  queftions  to 

the  belt  of  their  knowledge;  by  which  they  were  obliged  not 
only  to  accufe  themfelves,  but  frequently  to  bring  their  re¬ 
lations  and  hiends  into  trouble.  Ihe  party  to  be  examined, 
was  not  to  be  acquainted  with  the  interrogatories  before-hand" 
nor  to  have  a  copy  of  his  anfwers,  which  were  lodged  with 
the  fecretary  of  the  court,  againft  the  day  of  his  trial.  If 
the  commiffioners  could  not  convict  him  upon  his  own  con* 
feffion,  then  they  examined  their  witnefles,  but  never  cleared 
him  upon  his  own  oath.  If  they  could  not  reach  the  pri- 
foner  by  their  ordinary  jurifdiftion  as  bifhops,  they  would 
then  fit  as  ecclejiajlical  conwiijjioner s •  If  they  could  not  con- 

J  The  citation  was  to  the  following  effeft: 

“  WE  will  and  command  you,  and  every  of  you,  in  her  majefty’s 
“  name,  by  virtue  of  her  high  commiffion  for  caufes  e  c  clef ajli  cal,  to  us  and 
otheis  directed,  that  you,  and  every  of  you,  do  make  your  perfonal  ap¬ 
peal  ance  before  us,  or  others  her  majehy's  commiffioners  in  that  behalf 
"  appointed,  in  the  conliftory  within  the  cathedral  church  of  St.  Paul’s, 

“  London,  [or  at  Lambeth\  the  7th  day  next  after  the  light  hereof,  if  we 
c  or  other  our  colleagues  fhall  then  happen  to  lit  in  commiffion,  or  elle  at 
€‘  our  next  fitting  there,  then  next  immediately  following :  And  that  after 
“  your  appearance  there  made,  you,  and  every  of  you,  fhall  attend,  and 
“  not  depart  without  our  fpecial  licence ;  willing  and  commanding  you,  to 
“  whom  thefe  our  letters  fhall  firll  be  delivered,  to  fhew  the  fame,  and  give 
*(  intimation  and  knowledge  thereof  to  the  others  nominated  upon  the  in- 
“  dorfement  hereof,  as  you,  and  every  of  you,  will  anfwer  to  the  contrary 
t(  at  your  perils.  Given  at  London,  the  1 6th  of  May,  1584. 

John  Cant . 

Gabriel  Goodman .  John  London * 

Indorfed, 

To  Ezekias  Morley,  ^ 

Rob.  Pamnet,  and>  of  Ridgwel  in  Effex* 

William  Bigge,  j 

via 
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vift  him  upon  any  Jlatute ,  then  they  had  recourfe  to  their  old 
obfolete  law  ecclefiajlical ;  fo  that  the  prifoner  feldom  knew 
by  what  law  he  was  to  be  tried,  or  how  to  prepare  for  his 
defence.  Sometimes  men  were  obliged  to  a  long  attendance, 
and  at  other  times  condemned  in  halte  without  any  trial. 
The  Reverend  Mr.  Brayne,  a  Cambridge  minifter,  being  fent 
for  to  Lambeth ,  made  his  appearance  before  the  archbilhop 
and  two  other  commiffioners,  on  Saturday  in  the  afternoon, 
and  being  commanded  to  anfwer  the  interrogatories  of  the 
court  upon  oath,  he  refufed,  unlefs  he  might  firft  fee  them, 
and  write  down  his  anfwers  with  his  own  hand;  which  his 
grace  refufing,  immediately  gave  him  his  canonical  admoni¬ 
tions,  once,  twice,  and  thrice-,  and  caufed  him  to  be  regiflered 
for  contempt,  and  fufpended.* 

Let  the  reader  carefully  perufe  the  twenty-four  articles 
themfelves,  which  the  archbilhop  framed  for  the  fervice  of 
the  court;  and  then  judge,  whether  it  were  poffible  for 
an  honeft  man  to  anfwer  them  upon  oath,  without  expofing 
himfelf  to  the  mercy  of  his  adverfaries.§ 

*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  163. 

§  The  articles  were  thefe  that  follow: 

1 .  Imprimis,  44  Objicimus ,  ponimus ,  &  articulatnur ,  i.  e.  TV ?  objefl,  put, 
and  article  to  you.  That  you  are  a  deacon  or  minifter,  and  prieft  admitted; 
declare  by  whom,  and  what  time  you  were  ordered ;  and  likewii'e,  that 
your  ordering  was  according  to  the  book  in  that  behalf  by  the  law  of  this 
land  provided.  Et  objicimus  conjundim  de  omni  &  dinjijitn  de  quolibet,  i.  e. 

4  And  we  objeft  to  you  the  whole  of  this  article  taken  together,  anft 
4  every  branch  of  it  feparately.’ 

2.  Item,  44  Objicimus ,  ponimus,  Lf  articulamur,  That  you  deem  and 
judge  fuch  your  ordering,  admiftion  and  calling  into  your  miniftry  to  be 
lawful,  and  not  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God.  Et  objicimus  ut  fupra,  i.  e. 

4  Andweobjedl  as  before.’ 

3.  Item,  44  Objicimus,  ponitnus,  Sec.  That  you  have  fworn,  as  well  at 
the  time  of  your  ordering  as  inftitution,  duty  and  allegiance  to  the  Queen’s 
majefty,  and  canonical  obedience  to  your  ordinary  and  his  fucceflors,  and 
to  the  metropolitan  and  his  fucceffcrs,  or  to  fome  of  them.  Et  objicimus 
ut  fupra. 

4.  Item,  44  Objicimus,  Sec.  That  by  a  ftatute  or  a£l  of  parliament 
made  in  the  ift  year  of  the  Queen’s  majefty  that  now  is,  one  virtuous  and 
godly  book,  entitled,  ’The  Book  of  Common  Prayer  and  Adminif  ration  of 
Sacraments,  Sec.  was  authorized  and  eftabliftied  to  ftand  and  be  from  and 
after  the  feaft  of  the  nativity  of  St.  John  Baptif  then  next  enfuing,  in  full 
force  and  effect,  according  to  the  faid  ftatute,  and  fo  yet  remaineth.  Et  obj . 
ut  fupra . 
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When  the  Lord  Lreafurer  Burleigh  had  read  them  over? 
and  feen  the  execution  they  had  done  upon  the  clergy,  he 
wrote  his  grace  the  following  letter:  « 

5*  ^em,  ct  Obj.  That  by  the  faid  ftatute  all  mirbders  within  her  majedy’s 
dominions,  ever  fince  the  faid  fead,  have  been,  and  are  bound  to  fay  and 
ufe,  a  certain  form  of  morning  and  evening  prayer  called  in  the  aft  Mattins, 
even-fong ,  celebration  of  the  Lord's /upper,  and  adminift ration  of  each  of 
the  facr aments;  and  all  other  common  and  open  prayer  in  fuch  order  and 

form  as  is  mentioned  in  the  fame  book,  and  none  other,  nor  otherwife. _ 

Et  obj.  ul  fupra. 

6.  Item,  “  Obj.  That  in  the  faid  ftatute  her  majefty,  the  lords  temporal, 
and  all  the  commons,  in  that  parliament  aftembled,  do  in  God’s  name 
earneftly  charge  and  require  all  the  archbiihops,  biihops,  and  other  ordi¬ 
naries,  that  they  (hall  endeavour  themfelves  to  the  uttermoft  of  their  know¬ 
ledge,  that  the  due  and  true  execution  of  the  faid  aft  might  be  had  throughout 
their  diocefe  and  charge,  as  they  would  anfwer  it  before  Almighty  God, 
Et  obj .  ut  fupra. 

7.  Item,  “  Obj.  ponimus ,  &c.  That  you  deem  and  judge  the  faid  whole 
book  to  be  a  godly  and  a  virtuous  book,  agreeable,  or  at  lead  not  repug¬ 
nant  to  the  word  of  God  ;  *  if  not,  we  require  and  command  you  to  declare, 

*  wherein,  and  in  what  points.’  Et  objicimus  ut  fupra. 

8.  Item,  “  Obj.  That  for  the  fpace  of  thefe  three  years,  two  years,  one 
year,  half  a  year ;  three,  two,  or  one  month  lad  pad/ you  have  at  the  time 
of  communion,  and  at  all  or  fome  other  times  in  your  minidration,  ufed 
and  worn  only  your  ordinary  apparel,  and  not  the  furplice ,  as  is  required: 

4  declare  how  long,  how  often,  and  for  what  caufe,  confideration,  orin- 

*  tent,  you  have  fo  done,  orrefufed  fo  to  do.’  Et  obj.  ut  fupra. 

9.  Item,  tf  Obj.  That  within  the  time  aforefaid  you  have  baptized 
divers,  or  at  lead  one  infant,  and  have  not  ufed  the  fign  of  the  crofs  in  the 
forehead,  with  the  words  prefcribed.  to  be  ufed  in  the  faid  book  o (common 
prayer',  *  declare  how  many  you  have  fo  baptized,  and  for  what  caufe,  con¬ 
fideration,  and  intent.’  Et  obj.  ut  fupra. 

10.  Item,  “  Obj.  Sec.  That  within  the  time  aforefaid  you  have  been 
fent  unto,  and  required  divers  times,  or  at  lead  once,  to  baptize  children; 
or  fome  one  child  being  weak,  and  hare  refufed,  negiefted,  or  at  lead  fo 
long  deferred  the  fame,  till  the  child  or  children  died  without  the  facra- 
ment  of  baptifm :  ‘  declare  whofe  child,  when,  and  for  what  confideration.* 
Et  obj.  ut  fupra. 

1 1 .  Item,  “  Obj .  h c.  That  within  the  time  aforefaid  you  have  cele¬ 
brated  matrimony  otberwife  than  the  book  preferibes,  and  without  a  ring, 
and  have  refufed  at  fuch  times  to  call  for  the  ring,  and  to  ufe  fuch  words 
in  that  behalf  as  the  book  appoints,  and  particularly  thofe  wmrds,  f  That  by 

*  matrimony  is  fignilied  the  fpiritual  marriage  and  unity  between  Chrid  and 

*  his  church.’— c  Declare  the  circumdances  of  time,  perfon,  and  place,  and 
<  for  what  caufe,  intent,  and  confideration.*  Et  obj.  ut  fupra. 

12.  Item,  “  Obj.  See.  That  you  have  within  the  time  aforefaid  neg¬ 
iefted,  or  refufed  to  ufe  the  form  of  thankfgiving  for  ivomen,  or  fome 
one  woman  after  child-birth,  according  to  the  faid  bpok,  ‘  Declare  the 

*  like 
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44  It  may  pleafe  your  grace , 

44  I  am  forry  to  trouble  you  fo  oft  as  I  do,  but  I  am 
44  more  troubled  myfelf,  not  only  with  many  private  petitions 
44  of  fundry  minilters,  recommended  for  perfons  of  credit, 
44  and  peaceable  in  their  miniftry,  who  ate  greatly  troubled 

44  by 

*  like  circum fiances  thereof,  and  for  what  intent,  caufe,  or  confideration, 
4  you  have  fo  done,  or  refufed  fo  to  do.’  Et  olj .  ut  fupra . 

13.  Item,  44  Objicimus ,  Ac.  That  you  within  the  time  aforcfaid  bap¬ 
tized  divers  infants,  or  at  the  lead  one,  otherwife  and  in  other  manner 
than  the  faid  book  preferibeth,  and  not  ufed  the  interrogatories  to  the 
godfathers  and  godmothers  in  the  name  of  the  infant,  as  the  faid  book 
requireth.  4  Declare  the  like  circumllances  thereof,  or  for  what  caufe, 
intent,  or  confideration,  you  have  fo  done,  or  refufed  fo  to  do.’  Et 
objicimus  ut  fupra. 

14.  Item,  44  We  do  object.  That  you  have  within  the  time  aforefaid,  ufed 
any  other  form  of  litany ,  in  divers  or  fome  points,  from  the  faid  book;  or 
that  you  have  often,  or  once,  wholly  refufed  to  ufe  the  faid  litany.  4  De- 
4  clare  the  like  circumllances  thereof,  or  for  what  caufe,  intent,  or  confi- 
4  deration,  you  have  fo  done,  or  refufed  fo  to  do.* 

15.  Item,  44  We  do  objeft.  Sec.  That  you  have  within  the  time  afore¬ 
faid,  refufed  and  omitted  to  read  divers  lelfons  preferibed  by  the  faid  book, 
and  have  divers  times  either  not  read  any  lelfons  at  all,  or  read  others  in 
their  places.  4  Declare  the  like  circumllances  thereof,  and  for  what  intent, 

4  caufe,  or  confideration,  you  have  fo  done,  or  refufed.*  Et  obj.  ut  fupra. 

16.  Item,  44  Objicimus ,  That  within  the  time  aforefaid  you  have  either 

not  ufed  at  all,  or  elfe  ufed  another  manner  of  co?nmon  prayer  or  fervice  at 
burial,  from  that  which  the  faid  book  preferibeth,  and  have  refufed  there  to 
ufe  thefe  words.  We  commit  earth  to  earth ,  in  fure  and  certain  hope  of 
refurrettion  to  eternal  life .  4  Declare  the  like  circumllances  thereof,  and 

4  for  what  intent,  caufe,  or  confideration,  you  have  fo  done  or  refufed  fo  to 
4  dod  Et  obj.  ut  fupra . 

17.  Item,  44  Objicimus ,  &c.  That  within  the  time  aforefaid  you  have 
advifedly,  and  of  fet  purpofe,  not  only  omitted  and  refufed  to  ufe  the  afore¬ 
faid  parts,  or  fome  of  them,  of  the  faid  book,  but  alfo  fome  other  parts  of 
the  faid  book  of  common  prayer ,  as  being  perfuaded  that  in  fuch  points  it 
is  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God.  4  Declare  what  other  parts  of  the  faid 
4  book  you  have  refufed  to  ufe,  for  what  intent,  caufe,  or  confideration.* 
Et  ohjic.  ut  fupra. 

18.  Item,  44  Objic.  Sec.  That  within  the  time  aforefaid  you  have  at  the 
communion ,  and  in  other  parts  of  your  miniflration,  advifedly  added  unto, 
diminifhed,  and  taken  from,  altered  and  tranfpofed  manifoldly  at  your  own 
pleafure,  fundry  parts  of  the  faid  book  of  common  prayer.  4  Declare  the 
4  circumllances  of  time  and  place,  and  for  what  intent,  caufe,  and  confi- 
4  deration.*  Et  obj.  ut  fupra. 

19.  Item,  44  Objic .  That  within  the  time  aforefaid  you  have  advifedly, 
and  of  fet  purpofe  preached,  taught,  declared,  fet  down,  or  publilhed  by 
writing,  publick  or  private  fpeecli,  matter  again!!  the  faid  book  of  common 
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cc  by  your  grace ,  and  your  colleagues  in  commiffion;  but  I 
66  am  alfo  daily  charged  by  counfellors  and  publick  perfons, 
“  withnegleft  of  my  duty,  in  not  flaying  your  grace’s  vehe- 
ment  proceedings  againfl  miriifters ,  whereby  papifls  are 

u  greatly 

prayer,  or  of  fome  thing  therein  contained,  as  being  repugnant  to  the  word 
of  God,  or  not  convenient  to  be  ufed  in  the  church;  or  fome  thing  have 
Written  or  uttered,  tending  to  the  depraving,  defpiiing,  or  defacing,  of 
fome  things  contained  in  the  faid  book.  ‘  Declare  what,  and  the  like  cir- 
‘  cumftances  thereof,  and  for  what  caufe,  or  confederation,  you  have  fo 
‘  done.’  Et  objic.  ut  fupra. 

20.  Item,  “  Objicimus ,  &c.  That  you  at  this  prefent  do  continue  all, 
or  fome  of  your  former  opinions  againft  the  faid  book,  and  have  a  fettled 
purpofe  to  continue  hereafter  fuch  additions,  diminutions,  alterations,  and 
tranfpofitions,  or  fome  of  them,  as  you  heretofore  unlawfully  have  ufed  in 
your  publick  minift ration :  and  that  you  have  ufed  private  conferences,  and 
aflembled,  or  been  prefent  at  conventicles,  for  the  maintenance  of  their 
doings  herein,  and  for  the  animating  and  encouraging  of  others  to  continue 
in  the  like  difpofition  in  this  behalf  that  you  are  of.  ‘  Declare  the  like 

*  circumftances,  and  for  what  intent,  caufe,  and  confideration.’  Et  objic . 
nt  fupra. 

21.  Item,  “  Objicimus ,  Sec.  That  you  have  been  heretofore  noted, 
defamed,  prefented,  or  detected  publickly,  to  have  been  faulty  in  all  and 
fingular  the  premifes,  and  of  every,  or  fome  of  them ;  and  that  you  have 
been  divers  and  fundry  times,  or  once  at  the  leaft,  admonifhed  by  your  or¬ 
dinary,  or  other  ecclefiaftical  magiftrate,  to  reform  the  fame,  and  to  obferve 
the  form  and  order  of  the  book  of  common  prayer ,  which  you  have  refufed, 
or  defer  to  do.  *  Declare  the  like  circumftances  thereof.’  Et  objic.  ut  fupra . 

22.  Item,  “  That  for  the  teftification  hereafter  of  your  unity  with  the 
church  of  England ,  and  your  conformity  to  laws  eftablifhed,  you  have 
been  required  fimply  and  abfolutely,  to  fubferibe  with  your  hand,  ( i ) 
That  her  majefty  under  God  hath  and  ought  to  have,  the  fovereignty  and 
rule  over  all  manner  of  perfons  born  within  her  realm,  dominions,  and 
countries,  of  what  eftate  either  ecclefiaftical  or  temporal  foever  they  be ; 
and  that  none  other  foreign  power,  prelate,  Rate  or  potentate,  hath,  or  ought 
to  have,  any  jurifdi&ion,  power,  ftiperiority,  pre-eminence  or  authority, 
ecclefiaftical  or  fpiritual,  within  her  majefty’s  faid  realms,  dominions,  or 
countries.  (2.)  That  the  book  of  common  prayer ,  and  of  ordering  biftiops, 
priefts  and  deacons,  containeth  in  it  nothing  contrary  to  the  word  of  God, 
and  that  the  fame  may  be  lawfully  ufed ;  and  that  you  who  do  fubferibe 
will  ufe  the  form  in  the  faid  book  preferibed,  in  publick  prayer  and  admi- 
niftration  of  the  facraments,  and  none  other.  (3.)  That  you  allow  the 
book  of  articles  of  religion/ agreed  upon  by  the  archbifhops  and  bifhops 
of  both  provinces,  and  the  whole  clergy  in  the  convocation  holden  at 
London  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  God  1 562,  and  fet  forth  by  her  majefty’s 
authority;  and  do  believe  all  the  articles  therein  contained  to  be  agreeable 
to  the  word  of  God.  f  Declare  by  whom,  and  how  often,  which  hitherto 

*  you  have  advifedly  refufed  to  perform,  and  fo  yet  do  perfift.’  Et  objic .  Sec, 

23.  Item, 
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€C  greatly  encouraged,  and  the  Queen’s  fafety  endangered. Jj 
— I  have  read  over  your  twenty-four  articles,  found  in  a 
“  Romifh  Jlyle ,  of  great  length  and  curiofity,  to  examine 
“  all  manner  of  miniflers  in  this  time,  without  diflindtion 

of  perfons,  to  be  executed  ex  officio  mero . - And  I  find 

“  them  fo  curioufly  penned,  fo  full  of  branches  and  circum- 
cc  fiances,  tliat  I  think  the  inquifition  of  Spain  ufed  not  fo 
“  many  queftions  to  comprehend  and  to  trap  their  priefts.  I 
“  know  your  canonijls  can  defend  thefe  with  all  their  parti- 
c‘  cles\  but  furely,  under  corredlion,  this  judicial  and  cano- 
“  nical  fifting  poor  miniflers,  is  not  to  edify  or  reform.  And 
cc  in  charity  I  think  they  ought  not  to  anfwer  to  all  thefe 
<c  nice  points,  except  they  were  notorious  papifls  or  hereticks. 

I  write  with  the  teflimony  of  a  good  confcience.  I  defire 
the  peace  and  unity  of  the  church.  I  favour  no  fenfual 
“  and  wilful  recufant;  but  I  conclude,  according  to  my 
fimple  judgment,  this  kind  of  proceeding  is  too  much  favour- 
cc  ing  of  the  Romifh  inquifition ,  and  is  a  device  rather  to  feek 

“  for  offenders  than  to  reform  any.- - It  is  not  charitable 

“  to  fend  poor  miniflers  to  your  common  regiffer ,  to  anfwer 
“  upon  fo  many  articles  at  one  inflant,  without  a  copy  of 

the  articles  or  their  anfwers. - 1  pray  your  grace  bear 

“  with  this  one  (perchance)  fault,  that  I  have  willed  the 
miniflers  not  to  anfwer  thefe  articles  except  their  con- 
“  fciences  may  fuffer  them. 

“  JuIyA5>  i584-  JV.  Cecil." 


This  excellent  letter  was  fo  far  from  foftening  the  arcli- 
bffiop,  that,  two  days  after,  he  returned  his  lordfhip  a  long 
anfwer,  vindicating  his  interrogatories ,  from  the  practice  of 


t  J l'  -l [em>  Thatff°.u  ha^e  taken  upon  you  to  preach,  read,  or  expounc 
the  fcnptures,  as  well  in  publick  places  as  in  private  houfcs,  not  brine 
Iicenfed  by  your  ordinary,  nor  any  other  magiftrate  having  authority 

the  laws  of  this  land  fo  to  licenfe  you.  ‘  Declare  the  like  circumftance: 
hereof.’  £t  objic.  ut  fupra. 

24.  Item,  “  Quod  pramiffa  omnia  &  ftngula.  See.  i.  e.  ‘  That  all  and 
‘  Angular  the  premtfes.  Sec.”  . 

Could  the  wit  of  man  invent  any  thing  more  like  an  inquifition!  Here 

3  Eg SS.T&  "  ‘,Uk  h“'#  » Ih'  ki"£J« 

11  Life  of  Whitgift,  b.  iv.  Rec.  No.  4,. 
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the  Star-chamber ,  the  Court  of  Marches ,  and  other  places. 
1  he  treafurer  found  it  was  to  no  purpofe  to  contend,  and 
therefore  replied  in  a  Ihort  but  fmart  letter,  in  which  he  tells 
him,  I  hat  after  reading  his  grab's  long  anfwer,  he  was 
“  not  fatisfied  in  the  point  of  feeking  by  examination  to  have 
66  minifters  accule  themfelves,  and  then  punifh  them  for  their 
“  own  confeffions:  That  he  would  not  call  his  proceedings 
“  captious ,  but  they  were  fcarcely  charitable ;  his  grace  might 
cc  therefore  deal  with  his  friend  Mr.  Brayne  as  "he  thought 

fit, - but  when  by  examining  him  it  was  meant  only  to 

“  lift  him  with  twenty-four  articles,  he  had  caufe  to  pity 
the  poor  man.”* 

The  archbifhop,  being  defirous  to  give  fatisfaftion  to  the 
treafurer,  fent  him  two  papers  of  reafons,  one  to  juftify  the 
articles ,  and  the  other  the  manner  of  proceeding  ex  mero 
officio .  In  the  former  he  fays,  That  by  the  ecclefiaftical 
[or  canon]  laws,  articles  of  enquiry  may  be  adminiftered, 
and  have  been  ever  fince  the  reformation;  and  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  compared  with  the  inquifition,  becaufe  the 
inquifition  punifhed  with  death,  whereas  they  only  punifhed 
obftinate  offenders  with  deprivation.-)*  In  the  latter  his  lord- 
ihip  gives  the  following  reafons,  among  others,  for  proceed¬ 
ing  ex  mero  officio.  If  we  proceed  only  by  prefentment  and 
witneffes,  then  papifls ,  brownijis ,  and  family  men ,  would 
expeft  the  like  meafure.  It  is  hard  to  get  witneffes  againft 
the  puritans ,  becaufe  mod  of  the  parifhioners  favour  them, 
and  therefore  will  not  prefent  them,  nor  appear  againft  them. 
There  is  great  trouble  and  charge  in  examining  witneffes, 
and  fending  for  them  from  diftant  parts.  If  archbifhops  and 
bifliops  fhould  be  driven  to  ufe  proofs  by  witneffes  only ,  the 
execution  of  the  law  would  be  partial,  their  charges  in 
procuring  and  producing  witneffes  would  be  intolerable;  and 
they  fhould  not  be  able  to  make  quick  difpatch  enough  with 
the  fedaries.  Thefe  were  the  arguments  of  a  proteftant 
•archbifhop!  I  do  not  wonder  that  they  gave  no  fatisfa&ion 
to  the  wife  treafurer ;  for  furely,  all  who  have  any  regard 
for  the  laws  of  their  country,  or  the  civil  and  religious  rights 
of  mankind,  muff  be  afhamed  of  them. 
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The  treafurer  having  given  up  the  archbifliop,  the  lords 
of  the  council  took  the  caufe  in  hand,  and  wrote  to  his  grace 
and  the  bilhop  of  London,  in  favour  of  the  deprived  mini- 
fters,  September  the  20th.§  In  their  letter  they  tell  their 
lordlhips,  “  That  they  had  heard  of  fundry  complaints  out 
“  of  divers  counties,  of  proceedings  againft  a  great  number 
“  of  ecclelialtical  perfons,  fome  parfons,  forne  vicars,  fome 
curates,  but  all  preachers ;  fome  depiived,  and  fome  fuf- 
“  -pended  by  their  lordlhips’  officers,  chancellors,  &c.  but 
“  that  they  had  taken  no  notice  of  thefe  things,  hoping  their 
“  lordlhips  would  have  ftaid  their  liafty  proceedings,  efpe- 
“  cially  againft  fuch  as  did  earneftly  inltruft  the  people  againlt 
“  popery.  But  now  of  late,  hearing  of  great  numbers  of 
“  zealous  and  learned  preachers  fufpended  from  their  cures  in 
“  the  county  of  Effex,  and  that  there  is  no  preaching,  prayers, 
“  or  facraments  in  mod  of  the  vacant  places;  that  in  fome 
“  few  of  them,  perfons  neither  of  learning  nor  good  name 
“  are  appointed;  and  that  in  other  places  of  the  country, 
«  great  numbers  of  perfons  that  occupy  cures,  are  notori- 
«  oufly  unfit;  molt  for  lack  of  learning;  many  chargeable 
“  with  great  and  enormous  faults,  as  drunkenness,  filihinefs 
“  °f  lIe>  gaming  at  cards ,  haunting  of  ale-boufes ,  &c.  againft 
“  whom  they  [the  council]  heard  of  no  proceedings,  but 
that  they  were  quietly  differed.”  To  fix  this  charge  home 
on  the  bifliops,  they  fent  with  their  letter  a  catalogue  of 
names;  one  column  of  learned  minifters  deprived;  a  fecond 
of  unlearned  and  vicious  perfons  continued;  “  a  matter  very 
44  lamentable,  fay  they,  for  this  time!”  and  a  third  of 
pluralifts  and  non-refidents ;  46  againft  thefe  latter  we  [the 
“  council]  have  heard  of  no  inquifition;  but  of  great  dili- 
6C  gence,  and  extreme  ufage  againft  thofe  that  were  known 
“  to  be  diligent  preachers;  we  therefore  pray  your  lordfoips 
“  to  have  fome  charitable  confederation  of  their  caufes,  that 
people  may  not  be  deprived  of  their  diligent,  learned,  and 
“  zealous  pallors,  for  a  few  points  ceremonial,  which  en- 
tangled  their  confciences.”  This  letter  was  dated  from 
O  at  lands  i  September  the  20th,  1584,  and  figned  by  Lord 

Burleigh ,  the  Earls  of  Warwick ,  Shrewjbury ,  and  LeiceJleVy 

* 

§  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  166. 
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the  Lord  Charles  Howard ,  Sir  James  Crofts,  Sir  Chriflopher 
Hatton;  and  Sir  brands  Walfingham  fecretary  of  ftate. 

But  this  excellent  remonftrance  had  no  manner  of  influence 
upon  our  archbifhop.*  After  this  Mr.  Beale,  clerk  of  the 
queen’s  council,  a  man  of  great  learning  and  piety,  drew 
up  a  treatife,  fliewing  the  injuftice  and  unlawfulnefs  of  the 
bnhop  s  proceedings;  and  delivered  it  in  manufcript  into  the 
archbifhop’s  own  hands,  which,  together  with  feme  freedom 
of  fpeech,  inflamed  his  grace  to  that  degree,  that  he  com¬ 
plained  of  him  to  the  Queen  and  council,  and  ufed  all  his 
inteieft  to  have  him  tried  in  the  Star-Chamber,  and  turned 
out  of  his  place.  ||  Among  his  mifdemeanors,  drawn  up  by 
the  ai  chhuiiop,  were  thefe,  i.hat  he  had  printed  a  book 
again  If  ecclefiaftical  oaths:  lhat  m  the  houfe  of  commons 
he  had  fpoke  of  ecclefiaftical  matters,  contrary  to  the  Queen’s 
command .  1  hat  he  had  defended  his  book  againfl  the  prac¬ 
tice  of  Lite  ecclefiaftical  courts :  I  hat  he  had  difputed  agdinfh 
the  Queen’s  having  authority,  by  virtue  of  the  ftatute  of  the 
ill:  of  Elizabeth,  to  grant  power  to  her  ecclefiaftical  com- 
miflioners,  to  imprifon  whom  they  pleafe;  to  impofe  fines 
upon  offenders;  and  to  aciminiiter  the  oath  ex  officio,  faying 
they  are  within  the  ftatute  of  pmmunire :  That  he  had  com 
denmed  tacking  for  grievous  offenders,  as  contrary  to  law 
and  the  liberty  of  the  lubjecf ;  and  advifed  thofe  in  the 
marches  of  M  ales,  that  execute  torture  by  virtue  of  inftruc- 
tions  under  her  majefty’s  hands,  to  look  to  it,  that  their 
doings  are  well  warranted;  but  the  court  would  not  pro- 
fecute  upon  this  charge. 

All  that  the  puritans  could  obtain,  was  a  kind  of  con¬ 
ference  between  the  archbifhop  of  Canterbury  and  the  bifhop  - 
of  Wincbefter  on  the  one  part,  and  Dr.  Sparke  and  Mr.  Tra¬ 
vers  on  the  other,  in  pretence  of  the  right  honourable 
the  Earl  of  Leicefter ,  the  Lord  Grayfi  and  Sir  Francis  PHal- 
fingham.  The  conference  was  at  Lambeth,  concerning  things 
needful  to  be  reformed  in  the  book  of  common  prayer. 

The  archbifhop  opened  it  with  declaring,  “  That  my  Lord 
44  of  Leicefer,  having  requefted  for  his  fatisfa&ion,  to  hear 
44  what  the  mintfters  could  reprove,  and  how  their  objections 


*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  143.  ||  Ibid.  p.  212. 
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“  were  to  be  anfwered,  he  had  granted  my  lord  to  procure  fuch 
“  to  come  for  that  purpofe,  as  might  feem  belt  to  his  good 
“  lordihip;  and  now  I  perceive,  faid  he,  you  are  the  men, 

“  of  whom  one  I  never  faw  or  knew  before  [Dr.  Sparke \ ; 
“  the  other  I  know  well.  Let  us  hear  what  things  in  the 
“  book  of  common  prayer ,  you  think  ought  to  be  mended. 
a  "You  appear  not  now  judicially  before  me,  noi  as  called  in 
“  queftion  by  authority  for  thefe  things,  but  by  way  of  con- 
fprence;  for  which  caufe  it  lliall  be  liee  foi  you  (fpeaking 
«  in  duty)  to  charge  the  book  with  fuch  matters  as  you 

“  fuppofe  to  be  blameworthy  in  it. 

Dr.  Sparke  replied;  “We  give  mod  humble  and  hearty 
“  thanks  to  Almighty  God,  and  to  this  honourable  prefence , 
“  that  after  fo  many  years,  wherein  our  caufe  could  never 
“  be  admitted  to  an  indifferent  hearing,  it  hath  pleafed  God 
“  of  his  gracious  goodnefs  fo  to  difpofe  things,  that  w’e  have 
“  now  that  equity  and  favour  fhew'ed  us,  that  before  fuch 
“  honourable  perionages,  as  may  be  a  worthy  means  to  her 
“  moft  excellent  majefty  for  reformation  of  fuch  things  as 
“  are  to  be  redreffed,  it  is  now  lawful  for  11s  to  declare  w'ith 
“  freedom,  what  points  ought  to  be  reviewed  and  reformed 
“  which  our  endeavour  is,  becaufe  it  concerns  the  fervice  of 
«  God,  and  the  fatisfaction  of  fuch  as  are  in  authority;  and 
“  for  that  the  good  iffue  depends  on  the  favour  of  God,  I 
“  defire,  that  before  we  enter  any  further,  we  may  firft  feek 
“  for  the  gracious  direction  and  bleffing  of  God  by  prayer.” 
At  which  words,  framing  himfelf  to  begin  to  pray,  the  arch- 
bifltop  interrupted  him,  laying,  he  fhould  make  no  players 
there,  nor  turn  that  place  into  a  conventicle. 

Mr.  Travers  joined  with  Dr.  Sparke,  and  defired  that  it 
might  be  lawful  for  them  to  pray  before  they  proceeded  any 
further;  but  the  archbifhop  not  yielding  thereunto,  terming 
it  a  conventicle  if  any  fuch  prayer  fhould  be  offered  to  be 
made,  my  Lord  of  Leicejier  and  Sir  Francis  Walfingham  de¬ 
fired  Dr.  Sparke  to  content  himfelf,  feeing  they  doubted  not, 
but  that  he  had  prayed  already  before  his  coming  thither. 
Dr.  Sparke  therefore,  omitting  to  ufe  fuch  prayer  as  he  had 
propofed,  made  a  fhort  addrefs  to  God  in  very  few  words, 
though  the  archbifhop  continued  to  interrupt  him  all  the 
while. 
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^  *le  ^ica^s  ^iat  tne  minifters  infilled  upon  were,  ill.  Putting 
me  apocryphal  writings  (in  which  were  feveral  errors  and 
talfe  doftrincs)  upon  a  level  with  the  holy  fcripture,  by  read¬ 
ing  them  pubhckiy  in  the  church,  while  feveral  parts  of  the 
canon  were  utterly  omitted.  This  they  faid  had  been  for- 
biuden  by  councils ,  and  particularly  that  of  Laodicea.  The 
archbifliop  denied  any  errors  to  be  found  in  the  apocrypha; 
which  led  the  minifters  into  a  long  detail  of  particulars,  to 
tne  famfafhon  (fays  my  author)  of  the  noblemen,  idly.  The 
lecond  head  was  upon  baptifm-,  and  here  they  objected— 
AganiiL  its  being  done  m  private.  Againft  its  being  done 
by  hymen  or  women.  And,  Againft  the  doftrine  from 
whence  mis  practice  arifes,  viz.  that  children  not  baptized 
are  in  danger  of  damnation ;  and  that  the  outward  baptifm  of 
water  f civet h  the  child "  that  is  baptized.  Againft  the  interro¬ 
gators  in  the  name  of  the  child,  which  Mr.  Travers  char¬ 
ged  with  anfing  from  a  falfe  principle,  viz.  that  faith  was 
necenary  in  all  perfons  to  be  baptized ;  he  added,  that 
tne  interrogatories  crept  into'the  church  but  lately,  and  took 
their  rile  from  the  baptifm  of  thofe  that  were  of  age ;  from 
V, mence  very  ignorantly  they  were  transferred  to  infants.— 
Againft  the  crofs,  as  a  myftical  rite  and  ceremony,  and  an 
addition  to  the  facrament,  of  human  invention :  here  they 
argued,  that  though  the  foreign  divines  did  not  condemn 
the  ufe  of  the  crofs,  yet  all  agreed  it  ought  to  be  aboliflied, 
and  Beza  gives  counfel  to  the  minifters,  rather  to  forego 
mdr  mini  Try ,  than  fubferibe  to  the  allowance  of  it.  After 
mant  voids  upon  this  nead,  my  I.ord  of  Feicejler  laid  it  was 
a  pitiful  thing,  that  fo  many  of  the  bell  minifters,  and  painful 
in  their  preaching,  Ihould  be  deprived  for  thefe  things.  $dly. 

I  hey  objected  to  private  communion,  /ythly.  To  the  apparel ; 
and  here  they  produced  the  judgment  of  Bifltop  Ridley  at 
his  degradation,  as  reported  by  Mr.  Fox,  who  faid,  it  was 
too  bad  to  be  put  upon  a  fool  in  a  play.  $th/y.  They  objected  to 
the  bifliop  s  allowing  of  an  infuff  cient  minifry ,  non-rejidence , 
and  pluralities  A 

The  conference  continued  two  days,  at  the  clofe  of  which 
neither  party  being  fatisfied,  the  noblemen  requefted  fome 

f  MS.  p.  562,  See. 
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favour  for  the  minifters.  Mr.  Strype  fays*  the  minifters  were 
convinced  and  confirmed;  but  it  is  evident  he  knew  not  the 
difputants,  nor  had  feen  the  debate;  a  copy  of  winch  is 
before  me.  Travers  was  a  non-conformift  to  his  deatn,  and 
Sparke  appeared  at  their  head  at  the  Hampt on-Court  confe¬ 
rence,  the  beginning  of  the  next  reign.  Nor  was  the  aicii- 
bifliop  foftened,  but  rather  confirmed  in  his  former  refolution. 

Aylmer ,  bifhop  of  London ,  came  not  behind  his  metropo¬ 
litan  in  afts  of  feverity.  Mr.  Strype  fays,  he  was  the  chief 
mover  in  the  eccleliaftical  commiflion,  and  had  as  high  a  fpirit 
as  the  greateft  lord  in  the  land,  louring  Grindal  s  ciilgiacc, 
he  harrafled  the  London  clergy  with  new  interrogatories  and 
articles,  three  or  four  times  a  year.  He  advifed  the  heads 
of  the  univerfity  of  Cambridge  (with  whom  he  had  nothing 
to  do)  to  call  in  all  their  licences,  and  expel  every  man  who 
would  not  wear  the  apparel ,  faying,  I  hat  the  folly  that  is 
hound  up  in  the  heart  of  a  child ,  is  to  be  expelled  with  the  rod 
of  difeiplinef 

Mr.  Carew ,  of  Hatfeld-Peveril ,  was  a  zealous  promoter 
of  the  welfare  of  fouls,  and  mourned  over  the  want  of  a 
learned  and  preaching  miniftry :  He  was  ordained  by  the 
Bifliop  of  IVorcefter ,  and  licenfed  by  Archbifhop  Grindal 
and  the  Bifliop  of  London  himfelf,  wrho  commended  his 


*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  170.  f  Life  of  Aylmer,  p.  84,  94. 

In  his  vifitation  this  fummer,  [  1 5  84]  he  fufpended  the  following  clergymen 
in  EJJex ,  &c.  Mr.  Whiteing  of  Panfield,  Mr.  Wyrefdale  and  Gifford  of 
Malden,  Mr.  Hawkdon  vicar  of  Fryan,  Mr.  Carre  of  Rain,  Mr.  Tonftal 
of  Much-Tottam,  Mr.  Huckle  of  Atrop-Rooding,  Mr.  Piggot  of  Tilly ,  Mr. 
Cornwal  of  If  ark fi  ay,  Mr.  Negus  of  Leigh,  Mr.  Carew  of  Hatfield ,  Mr. 
Ward  of  Writtle,  Mr.  Dyke  afterwards  of  St.  Albans,  Mr.  Rogers  of  W ga¬ 
thers  field,  Mr.  Northey  of  Colchefter ,  Mr.  Newman  of  Coxall ,  Mr.Tavc 
of  Peldon,  Mr.  Parker  of  Dedham,  Mr.  Morley  of  Ridfiwel,  Mr.  Nix  [or 
Knight]  of  Hampfied,  Mr.  Winkfield  of  Wicks ,  Mr.  Wilton  of  Aid  ham, 
Mr.  Dent  of  Soutk-fyuberry,  Mr.  Pain  of  Tolbury ,  Mr.  Larking  of  Little- 
Wait  ham,  Mr.  Camillus  Rufticus  pallor  of  Tange ,  Mr.  Seredge  of  Ea/K 
Hauingfield,  Mr.  Howel  of  Pagelfam,  Mr.  Chadwick  of  Danbury,  Mr. 
Ferrar  of  Langham,  Mr.  Serls  of  Lexden,  Mr.  Lewis  of  St.  Peter  s  Co! - 
chefier,  Mr.  Cock  of  St,  Giles’s  Colchejler,  Mr.  Beaumont  of  E  aft -Thorp , 
Mr.  Redridge  of  Hutton,  Mr.  Chaplain  of  Hempfted,  Mr.  Cuiverwel  of 
Felfted,  Mr.  D.  Chapman  preacher  at  Dedham,  and  Mr.  Knevit  of  Mile- 
End,  Colchefter,  in  all  about  thirty-eight.  Thefe  (fays  my  author)  are  the 
painful  minifteb  of  EJJex,  whom  the  bifhop  threatens  to  deprive  for  the 
furplice,  faying,  we  fhall  be  white  with  him,  or  he  will  be  black  with  us. 

MS.  p.  584,  741,  preaching j 
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preaching;  but  being  too  forward  in  acquainting  his  diocefan 

Y  ltrtcl  3  tilat 'm  Ejjex ,  within  the  compafs  of  fixteen  miles 
there  were  twenty-two  non-refidents,  thirty  inefficient  mi- 
miters,  and  at  the  fame  time  nineteen  preachers  filenced  for 
not  fubfaibing;  his  lordfhip,  inftead  of  being  pleafed  with 
t  c.  mrormation,  fent  for  Carew  before  the  commiffioners 
and  chaiged  him  ralfly,  without  the  leafl  evidence,  with  fetting 
up  a  pretbytery,  and  with  contemning  ecclefiaftical  cenfures, 
Jt-ivas  alledged  againft  him  further,  that  he  was  chofen  by 
tnc  people;  that  he  had  defaced  the  book  of  common  prayer , 
and  hctd  put  feveral  fiom  the  communion,  when  there  was 
^  ^  ^  allure  them  to  it,  &c.  but  to  make  ffiort  work, 
^hat^iop  tendered  him  the  oath  ex  officio,  which  Carew  re- 
fufint^he  was  committed  to  the  Fleet ,  and  another  clergy¬ 
man  fent  down  to  fupply  his  place.  Mr.  Allen  the  patron, 
in  whom  the  right  of  prefentation  was  by  inheritance,  refufmg 
to.  admit  the  biffiop’s  reader ,  was  fummoned  before  his  lord- 
fhip,  and  committed  to  prifon;  becaufe  *(as  the  warrant  ex- 
preffes  it)  he  behaved  feditioufly  in  withftanding  the  autho¬ 
rity  of  the  court:  Nay,  the  very  Sexton  was  reprimanded, 
and  ordeied  not  to  meddle  with  the  church  any  more;  and 
became  he  afked  his  lordfhip  limply,  whether  his  meaning 
Was,  that  he  Jhould  not  come  to  church  any  more?  he  committed 
him  for  ridiculous  behaviour .  Both  Allen  and  Carew  offered 
bail,  which  was  refufed,  unlefs  they  would  admit  his  lord- 
fhip’s  clergyman.  |  After  eight  weeks  imprifonment,  they 
appealed  to  the  privy  council  and  were  releafed;  with  which 
his  lordfhip  was  fo  difpleafed,  that  he  fent  the  council  a  very 
angry  letter,  calling  the  prifoners  knaves ,  rebels ,  raf cals,  fools, 
petty  gentlemen,  precifians,  See.  and  told  their  honours,  that 
if  fuch  men  were  countenanced,  he  mud  yield  up  his  autho¬ 
rity:  And  the  biffiop  never  left  him,  till  he  had  hunted  him 
out  of  the  diocefe. 

Mr.  Knight  fuffered  fix  months  imprifonment,  for  not 
wearing  the  apparel,  and  was  fined  one  hundred  marks. — 
Mr.  Negus  was  fufpended  on  the  fame  account:  Twenty- 
eight  of  his  parifhioners,  who  fubferibed  themfelves  his 
hungry  Jheep  that  had  no  Jhepherd ,  figned  a  letter,  befeech- 

f  Life  of  Aylmer,  p,  122.  MS.  p.  652,  658. 
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V  • 

inp*  him  to  conform;  but  he  protefted  he  could  not  do  it  with 
a  good  confcience,  and  fo  was  deprived. 

\he  Reverend  Mr.  Gifford  of  Malden  was  a  modeft  man, 
irreprovable  in  his  life,  a  great  and  diligent  preachei  ,  (fays 
Mr.  Strype )  and  efteemed  by  many  of  good  rank.  He  had 
written  learnedly  againft  the  Brownijls ,  and  by  his  diligence 
had  wrought  a  wonderful  reformation  in  the  town ;  but  being 
informed  againft  for  preaching  up  a  limited  obedience  to  die 
magiftrate,  he  was  fufpended  and  imprifoned.*  After  fome 
time,  he  was  brought  to  his  trial,  and  his  accufer  failing  in 
his  evidence,  he  was  releafed.  Rut  the  Bilhop  of  London 
fetting  his  fpies  upon  him,  lie  was  imprifoned  again  for  non¬ 
conformity.  ||  Upon  this  he  applied  to  the  lord  treafurer,  who 
applied  to*  the  archbiftiop  in  his  favour;  but  his  grace  having 
confulted  his  brother  of  London ,  told  his  lordlhip  that  he 
was  a  ringleader  of  the  non-conformifts;  that  he  himfelf 
had  received  complaints  againft  him,  and  was  determined  to 
bring  him  before  the  high  commiflion.  The  parilhioners  of 
Malden  prefented  a  petition  in  behalf  of  their  minifter, 
figned  with  fifty-two  hands,  whereof  two  were  bailiffs  of  the 
town,  two  juftices  of  the  peace,  four  aldermen,  fifteen  head 
burgefles,  and  the  vicar:  Rut  to  put  an  end  to  all  further 
application,  the  archbiftiop  wrote  to  the  treafurer,  “  that  he 
“  had  rather  die,  or  live  in  prifon  all  days  of  his  life,  than 
u  relax  the  rigour  of  his  proceedings,  by  {hewing  favour  to 
cc  one ,  which  might  give  occafion  to  others  to  expeft  the  fame, 
and  undo  all  that  he  had  been  doing  ;§  he  therefore  be- 
u  feeches  his  lordlhip  not  to  animate  this  froward  people  by 
64  writing  in  their  favour.”  Sir  Francis  Kmllys  the  Queen’s 
kinfman,  and  treafurer  of  her  chamber,  feconded  the  trea¬ 
furer,  befeeching  his  grace  to  open  the  mouths  of  zealous 
preachers,  who  were  found  in  doftrine,  though  they  refufed 
to  fubfcribe  to  any  traditions  of  men,  not  compellable  by  law: 
But  all  was  to  no  purpofe;  for  (as  Fidler  obfervesf)  “  This 
64  was  the  conftant  cuftom  of  Whit-gift :  If  any  lord  or  lady 
44  fued  for  favour  to  any  non-conformift,  he  would  profefs 
44  how  glad  he  was  to  ferve  them,  and  gratify  their  defires, 
u  afluring  them  for  his  part,  that  all  poflible  kindnefs  fliould 

*  MS.  p.  410,  420.  ||  Life  of  Aylmer,  p.  1 1 1.  §  Fuller,  b.ix.p.  162, 

f  Fuller,  b.  ix.  p.  218.  << 
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be  indulged  to  them,  but  at  the  fame  time  he  would  remit 
‘‘  nothing  of  his  rigor.  Thus  he  never  denied  any  man’s 
“  delire,  and  yet  never  granted  it;  pleafmg  them  for  the 
“  prelent  with  general  promifes,  but  hill  kept  to  his  own 
relolunon;  whereupon  the  nobility,  in  alittle  time,  ceafed 
making  any  iurtner  applications  to  him,  as  knowing  them 
“  t0  be  meifectual.”  Some  of  the  minifters  were  indi&ed 
at  the  affizes,*  for  omitting  the  crofs  in  baptifm,  and  for  not 
wearing  the  furplice  once  every  month,  and  at  every  com¬ 
munion.  Moll  of  them  were  deprived,  or,  to  avoid  it,"  forced 
to  quit  their  livings  and  depart  the  country. 

Among  thefe  was  the  excellent  Mr.  Dyke,  preacher  fftft 
at  Coggejhal  in  Effex,  and  afterwards  at  St.  Albans  in  Hert¬ 
fordshire ,  whole  character  was  without  blemifh,  and  whofe 
pra&ical  writings  difcover  him  to  be  a  divine  of  confiderable 
learning  and  piety;  he  was  fufpended,  and  at  lafl  deprived, 
becaufehe  continued  a  deacon ,  and  did  not  enter  into  prieft’s 
orders,  which  (as  the  bifhop  fuppofed)  he  accounted  popilh. 
He  alio  refufed  to  wear  the  furplice,  and  troubled  his  auditory 
with  notions  that  thwarted  the  eftablifhed  religion.  The 
parifhioners,  being  concerned  for  the  lofs  of  their  minifter, 
petitioned  the  Lord  Burleigh  to  intercede  for  them,  fetting 
forth,  “  That  they  had  lived  without  any  ordinary  preach- 
“  ing  till  within  thefe  four  or  five  years,  by  the  want  of 
“  which  they  were  unacquainted  with  their  duty  to  God, 
“  their  fovereign,  and  their  neighbours;!  but  that  of  late  it 
“  had  pleafed  the  Lord  to  vifit  them  with  the  means  of  fal- 
“  vation,  the  ordinary  miniftry  of  the  word,  in  the  perfon 
“  of  Mr.  Dyke,  an  authorized  minifter,  who,  according  to  his 
“  funftion,  had  been  painful  and  profitable,  and  both  in  life 
“  and  doctrine  had  carried  himfelf  peaceably  and  dutifully 
“  among  them,  fo  as  no  man  could  juftly  find  fault  with  him, 
“  except  of  malice.  There  were  fome  indeed,  that  could 
“  not  abide  to  hear  their  faults  reproved,  but  through  his 
“  preaching  many  had  been  brought  from  their  ignorance 
“  and  evil  ways  to  a  better  life,  to  be  frequent  hearers  of 
“  God’s  word,  and  their  fervants  were  in  better  order  than 
heretofore. 

*  Mr,  Beaumont  of  Eafl-Thorp ,  Mr.  Wilton  of  Aldbtm,  Mr.  Hawkdon 
ef  Fry  an ,  Mr.  Seredge  of  Raft-Having  field. 

f  Life  of  Aylmer,  p.  303.  46  They 
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«  They  then  give  his  lordfliip  to  underftand,  that  their 
«  miniiter  was  fufpended,  and  that  they  were  as  Jhccp  with- 
«  Zafiepherd, ‘expofed  to  manifold  da^eveu  to - 
«  turn  to  their  former  ignorance  and  curfed  vanities.  I  t 
“  the  Lord  had  fpoken  it,  and  therefore  it  mufl .  lie 
«  that  where  there  is  no  vifion  the  people  penjh.  i  It'-) 

«  fore  pray  his  lordlhip,  in  the  bowels  of  his  companion  to 
pity  them  in  their  prefent  mifery,  and  become  a  means  that 

“  they  may  enioy  their  preacher  again. 

Upon  this  letter,  Lord  Burleigh  wrote  to  the  b.fliop  to 
reilore  him,  promifing  that  if  he  troubled  the  congregation 
with  innovations  any  more,  he  would  join  with,  the  b.lhop 
againfl  him;  but  his  lordfliip  excufed  himfelf,  infmuatmg ut 
he  was  charged  with  incontinence ;  this  occalioned  a  faithc. 
enquiry  into  ^Dyke’s  charafter,  which  was  cleared  up  by  the 
woman  herfelf  that  accufed  him,  who  confeffed  her  wicked 
contrivance,  and  openly  afked  him  forgivenefs.  His  ordflup 
therefore  infilled  upon  his  being  reftored,  forafmuch  as  the 
bell  clergymen  in  the  world  might  be  thus  flandereu ;  ben  c 
the  people  of  St.  Albans  had  no  teaching,  having  no  curate 
but  an  infufficient  doting  old  man.  For  this  favour  (lays 
the  treafurer)  I  lhall  thank  your  lordfliip,  and  will  not  io  hat 
you  any  more,  if  hereafter  he  fliould  give  ju!t  caufe  of  puolm 
offence  againfl  the  orders  of  the  church  eflabliflied.  But 
all  that  the  treafurer  could  fay  was  ineffectual;  the  Bilhop  o. 
London  was  as  inexorable  as  his  grace  of  Canterbury.  . 

The  inhabitants  of  Effex  had  a  vail  efteera  for  their  mi¬ 
nifies;  they  could  not  part  from  them  without  tears:  When 
they  could  not  prevail  with  the  bilhop, .  they  applied  to  the 
parliament,  and  to  the  lords  of  the  privy  council.  I  nave 
before  me  two  or  three  petitions  from  the  hundreds  of  EJJl> 
and  one  from  the  county,  figned  by  Francis  Barrington ,  dq; 
at  the  head  of  above  two  hundred  gentlemen  and  nadelmv.11, 
houfe-keepers;  complaining  in  the  ftrongeft  terms,  that  the 
greateft  number  of  their  prefent  minifters  were  unlearned, 
idle,  or  otherwife  of  fcandalous  lives;  and  that  tnofe  few 
from  whom  they  reaped  knowledge  and  conuoit,  van  1 
lefted,  threatened,  and  put  to  filence,  for  lmall  matteis  in  ■  -- 
common  prayer ,  though  they  were  men  or  godly  li>  e-.-  g 
converfations. 
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ThIhRcv?rend  MreTlly  f  T  ^  0ther  pam  °f  his  dioce^ 

learning,  had  been  fufpended  and  kept  in  prifon  feveral  years 
on  pretence  of  feme  irregularity  in  his  marrilge:  ?£ 

_  dhop .  charged  him  with  being  married  in  an  afternoon  and 
in  pi  e  ence  of  two  or  three  hundred  people,  by  Mr  Field  a 

non-conformis ;  for  this  he  was  committed  to  the  Gate-houfe 

Where  he  had  lam  ever  fince  the  year  1  <579.  At  length  he’ 
applied  to  the  queen  and  coundl,  and  in  the  ftatetf  his 
ca  e  he  declares  that  he  had  invited  only  forty  perfons  to  the 
folemmty,  and  that  of  them  there  were  only  twenty  prefent- 
,at  he  was  married  in  a  morning,  and  according  to  law;  that 
when  the  biflrop  fent  for  him  and  charged  hint  with  fedition 
he  cleared  lnmfelf  to  his  fmisfaction ;  but  that  after  he  was’ 
gone  home  he  gave  private  order  under  his  own  hand  for 
his  being  apprehended  and  fent  to  the  Gate-houfe ;  that  he 
was  Hint  up  there  m  a  dungeon  eight  days,  without  knowing 

l  ,CauPe  °/ ,  fis,  nnprifonment,  though  Dr.  Hammond , 
and  his  faithful  father  Fox ,  who  were  both  at  the  wedding 
and  faw  the  whole  proceeding,  went  to  the  bilhop  and  affured 
him,  that  he  was  without  wickednefs  or  fault  in  chat  way  he 
went  about  to  charge  him;  but  his  lordfhip  would  not  releafe 
im  without  fuch  bonds  for  his  good  behaviour  and  appear- 
ance  as  the  prifoner  could  not  procure.  “  Thus  I  continue, 

1  Vs  BeniJ™,  Separated  from  my  wife  before  I  had  been 

married  to  her  two  weeks,  to  the  great  trouble  of  her 
r  1  ends  and  relations,  and  to  the  daggering  of  the  patient 
cc  °  faience  of  my  wife;  for  fince  my  imprifonment  his  lord- 
lip  has  been  endeavouring  to  feparate  us  whom  God  has 

joined  together  in  the  open  prefence  of  his  people* _ ■ 

“  Wherefore  I  moft  humbly  befeech  your  godly  honours,  for 
t  le  everlafting  love  of  God,  and  for  the  pity  you  take  upon 
God  s  true  proteflants  and  his  poor  people,  to  be  a  means 
that  my  pitiful  cry  may  be  heard,  and  my  juft  caufe  with 
fame  credit  be  cleared,  to  God’s  honour  and  her  majefty’s, 

“  whole  favour  I  efteem  more  than  all  the  bilhop’s  bleffings 
Oi  bitter  curlings;  and  that  I  now  being  half  dead  may 
recover  again  to  get  a  poor  living  with  the  little  learning 
tha.i.  God  Lias  fent  me,  to  his  glory,  to  the  difeharging  fome 
pan  of  my  duty,  and  to  the  profit  of  the  land.” 
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The  council  were  fo  moved  with  Benifon’s  cafe,  that  they 
fenthis  lordfhip  the  following  letter: 

“  Whereas  Barnaby  Benifon ,  minifter,  has  given  us  to 
underhand,  the  great  hindrance  he  has  received  by  your 
“  hard  dealing  with  him,  and  his  long  imprifonment,  lor 
“  which  if  he  fliould  bring  his  aftion  of  falle  imprifonment 
cc  he  fliould  recover  damages,  which  would  touch  your  lord- 
“  fliip’s  credit;  we  therefore  have  thought  fit  to  require  your 
<c  lordfhip  to  ufe  fome  confideration  towards  him,  in  giving 
“  him  fome  fum  of  money  to  repay  the  wrong  you  have  done 
him,  and  in  re fp eft  of  the  hindrance  he  hath  incurred  by 
“  your  hard  dealing  towards  him. — Therefore  praying  your 
“  lordfhip  to  deal  with  the  poor  man,  that  he  may  have  oc- 
cc  cafion  to  turn  his  complaint  into  giving  to  us  a  good  report 
“  of  your  charitable  dealing,  we  bid  you  heartily  farewell. 
66  Hampton  Court ,  Nov.  14th,  1584.  Signed, 


Fr.  Bedford 
Rob .  Leicejler 
Charles  Howard 
fames  Crofts 


Ambrofe  Warwick 
Fr.  Knollys 
Walter  Mildmay 
Fr.  Waljingham 
Wm.  Burgh  ley 
Bromley ,  Chan. 


Chr.  Hatton  ” 


After  fome  time  the  bifliop  returned  this  anfwer: 

I  befeech  your  lordfhips  to  confider,  that  it  is  a  rare 
example  thus  to  prefs  a  bifliop  for  his  zealous  fervice  to 
<c  the  Queen  and  the  peace  of  the  church,  efpecially  the  man 
u  being  found  worthy  to  be  committed  for  non-conformity ,  to 
fay  nothing  of  his  contemptuous  ufing  of  me;  neverthe- 
“  lefs,  fince  it  pleafeth  your  lordfhips  to  require  fome  reafon- 
<c  able  fum  of  money,  1  pray  you  to  confider  my  poor  eftate 
<c  and  great  charges  otherwile,  together  with  the  great  vaunt 
“  the  man  will  make  of  his  conquefl  over  a  bifliop.  I  hope 
“  therefore  your  lordfliips  will  be  favourable  to  me,  and 
cc  refer  it  to  myfelf,  either  to  beftow  upon  him  fome  fmall 
benefice,  or  otherwife  to  help  him  as  opportunity  offers. 
<c  Or  if  this  fhall  not  fatisfy  the  man,  or  content  your  lord- 
“  (hips,  leave  him  to  the  trial  of  the  law,  which  I  hope 
“  will  not  be  fo  plain  for  him  as  he  taketh  it.  Surely,  my 


“  lords. 
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“  !ords,  this  and  the  like  muft  greatly  difcourage  me  in  this 
poor  fervice  of  mine  in  the  commiflion — ” 


What  recompence  the  poor  man  had  for  his  long  impri¬ 
sonment  I  cannot  find.  But  he  was  too  wife  to  go  to  law 
with  a  bifliop  of  the  court  of  high  commiflion,  who  had 
but  little  conicience  or  honour,  and  who,  notwithstanding  his 
toor  eftate  and  great  charges ,  left  behind  him  above  i6,oool, 
in  money,  an  immenfe  fum  for  thofe  times. 

His  lordftiip  complained  that  he  was  hated  like  a  dog,  and 
commonly  filled  the  oppref'or  of  the  children  of  Goof  that 
he  was  in  danger  of  being  mobbed  in  his  progrefs  at  Malden, 
and  other  places 5  ivhich  is  not  ftrange,  confidering  his  mean 
appearance,  being  a  very  little  man,  and  his  high  and  infult- 
mg  behaviour  towards  thofe  that  were  examined  by  him, 
attended  with  ill  language  and  a  cruel  Ipint.  This  appears 
in  numberlefs  inftances:  When  Mr.  Merbury ,  one  of  the 

minifters  of  Northampton ,  was  brought  before  him,  he  fpake 
thus; - 

B.  Thou  fpeakeft  of  making  minifters;  the  Bifliop  of 
Peterborough  was  never  more  overfeen  in  his  life,  than  when 
he  admitted  thee  to  be  a  preacher  in  Northampton. 

Merbury.  Like  enough  fo,  (in  fome  lenfe)  I  pray  God 
thefe  feales  may  fall  from  his  eyes. 

B.  Thou  art  a  very  afs ;  thou  art  mad;  thou  courageous! 
Nay,  thou  art  impudent;  by  my  troth  I  think  he  is  mad;  he 
careth  for  no-body. 

M.  Sir,  I  take  exception  at  faearing  judges ;  I  praife 
God  I  am  not  mad,  but  forry  to  fee  you  fo  out  of  temper. 

B.  Did  you  ever  hear  one  more  impudent? 

M.  It  is  not,  I  truft,  impudence  to  anfwer  for  myfelf. 

B.  Nay,  I  know  thou  art  courageous;  thou  art  fool-hardy* 

M.  Though  I  fear  not  you,  I  fear  the  Lord. 

Recorder  of  London .  Is  he  learned? 

B.  He  hath  an  arrogant  fpirit;  he  can  fcarce  conftrue 
Cato,  I  think. 

M.  Sir,  you  do  not  puniih  me  becaufe  I  am  unlearned; 
howbeit,  I  underhand  both  the  Greek  and  Latin  tonemes; 
allay  me  to  prove  your  difgrace. 
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B.  Thou  takeft  upon  thee  to  be  a  preacher,  but  there 
is  nothing  in  thee;  thou  art  a  very  afs,  an  ideot,  and  a  fool. 

M.  I  humbly  befeech  you,  fir,  have  patience;  give  this 
people  better  example;  I  am  that  I  am  through  the  Lord; 
I  fubmit  the  trial  of  my  fufficiency  to  the  judgment  of  the 
learned;  but  this  wandering  fpeech  is  not  logical. 

There  is  a  great  deal  more  of  the  fame  language  in  this 
examination;  one  thing  is  remarkable,  that  he  infults  poor 
Merbury ,  becaufe  he  was  for  having  a  minifter  in  every 
parilh.  At  parting  he  gave  him  the  falutation  of  an  over- 
thwart,  proud ,  puritan  knave ;  and  fent  him  to  the  Mar - 
fbalfea ,  though  he  had  been  twice  in  prifon  before.* 

How  different  was  this  from  the  apoffolical  character  of  a 
bilhop :  «  A  bifliop  (faith  St.  Paul )  fhould  be  blamelefs, 
“  of  good  behaviour,  no  brawler,  nor  ftriker,  nor  greedy 

“  of  filthy  lucre. - The  fervant  of  the  Lord  muff  not 

ftrive,  but  be  gentle  to  all  men,  patient,  in  meeknefs 
infti utting  thofe  that  oppofe  themfelves,  that  they  may 
“  recover  them  out  of  the  fnare  of  the  devil.”  Nay,  how 
different  was  this  bifliop  from  himfelf  before  he  put  on 
lav  n  fleeves!  Foi  in  his  book,  entitled  the  Harbour  for 
faithful  Subjects,  publilhed  foon  after  the  Queen’s  acceffion, 
aie  thefe  words:  “  Come  off  ye  bifliops,  away  with  your 
fuperfluities,  yield  up  your  thoufands;  be  content  with 
hundieds,  as  they  be  in  other  reformed  churches,  where 
be  as  great  learned  men  as  you  are.  Let  your  portion 
be  piieff-like  and  not  prince-like;  let  the  Queen  have 
“  the  reft  of  your  temporalities  and  other  lands,  to  main- 
“  “efe  wars  which  you  procured,  and  your  miff  refs 
left  her;  and  with  the  reft  to  build  and  found  fchools 
throughout  the  realm;  that  every  parijh  may  have  his 
preacher,  every  city  his  fuperintendant ,  to  live  honeftlv 
and  not  pompoufly;  which  will  never  be,  unlefs  your 

«  rinC,  l  A  ^  anc^  bellowed  upon  many,  which  now 
rced eth  and  fatteth  but  one;  remember  that  Abimelech 
when  David  in  his  banilhment  would  have  dined  with 
him,  kept,  fuch  hofpitality  that  he  had  no  bread  in  his 
houie  to  give  him  but  the  Jhew-bread.  Where  was  all 
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cc  his  fuperfiuity  to  keep  your  pretended  hofpitality?  For  that 
is  the  caufe  you  pretend  why  you  mull  have  thoufands, 
“  as  though  you  were  commanded  to  keep  hofpitality  rather 
“  with  a  thoufand  than  with  a  hundred.  I  would  our  coun- 
tryman  Wickliff’ s  book  de  Ecclefia  were  in  print,  there 
“  fhould  you  fee  that  your  wrinches  and  cavillations  be  no- 
“  thing  worth. ”*  When  the  bifhop  was  put  in  mind  of  this 
paflage,  he  made  no  other  reply  than  that  of  St.  Paul ,  “  When 
“  I  was  a  child  I  fpake  as  a  child,  I  thought  as  a  child.” 

The  cafe  of  thofe  clergymen  who  were  fent  for  up  to 
Lambeth  from  the  remoteft  parts  of  the  kingdom,  was  yet 
harder.  Mr.  Ellijlon ,  vicar  of  Prejlon ,  made  feven  journies 
to  Peterborough ,  which  was  thirty-fix  miles  from  his  houfe, 
and  ten  to  London ,  within  the  compafs  of  two  years,  befides 
feveral  to  Leicejlcr  and  Northampton ,  at  his  own  coft  and 
charge;  and  after  all,  was  deprived  for  not  fubfcribing. — 
To  whom  might  be  added,  Mr.  Stephen  Turner ,  Mr.  William 
Fleming  of  Beccles ,  Mr.  Holden  of  Biddlejlone ,  and  others. 

Among  thefe,  the  cafe  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Eufebim 
Paget ,  minifter  of  the  parifh  church  of  Kilkhampton ,  in  the 
diocefe  of  Exon ,  was  very  moving;  this  divine,  at  the 
time  of  his  prefentation,  acquainted  his  patron  and  ordinary , 
that  he  could  not  with  quietnefs  of  confcience  ufe  fome 
rites i  ceremonies ,  and  orders ,  appointed  in  the  fervice  book ; 
who  promifed,  that  if  he  would  take  the  charge  of  the  laid 
cure,  he  fhould  not  be  urged  to  the  precife  obfervation  of 
them;  upon  which  condition  he  accepted  the  charge,  and 
was  admitted  and  regularly  indu&ed.f  Mr.  Paget  was  a 
lame  man ,  but  in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Strype.  a  learned,  peace¬ 
able,  and  quiet  divine,  who  had  complied  with  the  cuftoms 
and  devotions  of  the  church,  and  was  indefatigable  in  his 
work,  travelling  up  and  down  the  neighbouring  country, 
to  preach  the  plain  principles  of  religion;  but  Mr.  Farmer , 
curate  of  Barnjlaple ,  envying  his  popularity,  complained 
of  him  to  the  high  commiffion , — Becaufe  he  did  not  mention 
in  his  prayers  the  Queen’s  fupremacy  over  both  ejlates: — 
Becaufe  he  had  faid  that  the  facraments  were  but  dumb 
elements ,  and  did  not  avail  without  the  word  preached: — ■ 
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Becaufe  he  had  preached  that  Clirift  did  not  dtfcend  into 
hell  both  body  and  lbul: — That  the  pope  might  fet  up  the 
feaftof  Jubilee,  as  well  as  the  feafls  of  Eajler  and  Pentecoft: 

_ 'ghat  holy  days  and  falling  days  were  but  the  traditions 

of  men,  which  we  were  not  obliged  to  follow:  >  hat  he 
difallowed  the  ufe  of  organs  in  divine  fervice: — That  he 
called  minifters  that  do  not  preach  dumb  dogs-,  and  thofe 
that  have  two  benefices  knaves: — That  he  preached  that 
the  late  Queen  Mary  was  a  detellabe  woman  and  a  wicked 
jezebel. 

But  when  Mr.  Paget  appeared  before  the  commifiioners, 
Jan.  nth,  1584,  he  was  only  articled  according  to  the 
common  form,  for  not  observing  the  book  of  common  prayer, 
and  the  rites  and  ceremonies  of  the  church.  T  o  which  he 
made  the  following  anfwer: 


“  I  do  acknowledge,  that  by  the  ftatute  of  the  1  ft  of 
cc  Eliz.  I  am  bound  to  ufe  the  faid  common  prayer  book 
66  in  fuch  manner  and  form  as  is  prefcribed,  or  elfe  to  abide 
u  fuch  pains  as  by  the  law  are  impofed  upon  me* 

“  I  have  not  refufed  to  ufe  the  faid  common  prayer ,  or 
“  to  minifler  the  facraments  in  fuch  order  as  the  book 
“  appoints,  though  I  have  not  ufed  all  the  rites,  ceremo- 
“  nies,  and  orders  fet  forth  in  the  faid  book:  1.  Partly 
becaufe  to  my  knowledge  there  is  no  common  prayer  book 
“  in  the  church.  2.  Becaufe  I  am  informed  that  you  before 
“  whom  I  hand,  and  mine  ordinary ,  and  the  moll  part  of 
cc  the  other  bifhops  and  minifters ,  do  ufe  greater  liberty  in 
“  omitting  and  altering  the  faid  rites,  ceremonies,  and 
“  orders.  3.  And  efpecially  for  that  I  am  not  fully  refolved 
u  in  confcience,  I  may  ufe  diverfe  of  them.  4.  Becaufe 
4C  when  I  took  the  charge  of  that  church  I  was  promifed 
“  by  my  ordinary ,  that  I  fhould  not  be  urged  to  fuch  ce- 
(c  remonies;  which  I  am  informed  he  might  do  by  law. 

“  In  thefe  things  which  I  have  omitted  I  have  done  no- 
£C  thing  obftinately\  neither  have  I  ufed  any  other  rite,  cere- 
££  mony,  order,  form,  or  manner  of  adminiftration  of  the 
C£  facraments,  or  open  prayers,  than  is  mentioned  in  the 
faid  book;  although  there  be  fome  things  which  I  doubt 
whether  I  may  ufe  or  pra&ile. 
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44  Wherefore  I  humbly  pray,  that  I  may  have  the  liberty 

allowed  by  the  faid  book,  to  have  in  feme  convenient 
“  t'me  a  favourable  conference  either  with  mine  ordinary „ 
“  or  with  fome  other  by  you  to  be  affigned ;  which  I  feelc 

not  for  any  defire  I  have  to  keep  the  faid  living,  but  only 
“  for  the  better  refolution  and  fatisfaftion  of  my  own  con- 
“  feience,  as  God  knoweth.”  Subfcribed  thus — By  me 

Lame  Eufebius  Paget,  minifter. 

This  anfwer  not  proving  fatisfaftory,  he  was  immediately 
fufpended;  and  venturing  to  preach  after  his  fufpenfion 

was  deprived;  the  principal  caufes  of  his  deprivation  were 
thefe  two; 

1.  Omiflion  of  part  of  the  publick  prayers ,  the  crofs  in 
baptifm ,  and  the  furplice. 

2.  Irregularities  incurred  by  dealing  in  the  minifry  after 
fufpenfion. 

But  in  the  opinion  of  the  civilians  neither  of  thefe  things 
could  warrant  the  proceedings  of  the  court,*  i .  Becaufe 
Mr.  Paget  had  not  time,  nor  a  conference,  as  he  craved,  and 
as  the  ftatute  in  doubtful  matters  warranteth.  2.  Becaufe 
he  had  not  three  feveral  admonitions,  nor  fo  much  as  one 
to  do  that  in  time,  which  the  law  requires.  If  this  had 
been  done,  and  upon  fuch  refpite  and  admonition  he  had 
not  conformed,  then  the  law  would  have  deemed  him  a 
re  enfant ,  but  not  otherwise.  3.  If  this  courfe  had  been 
taken,  yet  Mr.  Paget’s  ©millions  had  fo  many  favourable 
circumftances  (as  the  parilh’s  not  having  provided  a  book , 
and  his  ordinary’s  promifing  not  to  urge  him  with  the  pre- 
cife  obfervance  of  all  the  ceremonies)  that  it  was  hardly 
confident  with  the  prudent  confideration  and  charity  of  a 
judge  to  deprive  him  at  once. 

As  to  his  irregularity,  by  exercifmg  the  miniflry  after 
fufpenfion ,  the  fufpenfion  was  thought  to  be  void,  becaufe 
it  was  founded  upon  a  method  not  within  the  cognifance  of 
thofe  who  gave  fentence;  for  the  ground  was  refufing  to  fub- 
feribe  to  articles  tendered  by  the  ecclefiaftical  commiffioners, 
who  had  no  warrant  to  offer  any  fuch  articles  at  all ;  for 

#  MS.  p.  572. 
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their  authority  reaches  no  further  than  to  reform  and  correct 
fads  done  contrary  to  certain  Jiatutes  exprejfed  in  their  com - 
mifJioUj  and  contrary  to  other  ecclefiaftical  laws ;  and  there 
was  never  yet  any  claufe  in  their  commiilion  to  oiFer  fub- 
fcription  to  articles  of  their  own  devifing.  But  fuppofe 
the  fufpenfion  was  good,  the  irregularity  was  taken  away 
by  the  Queen’s  pardon  long  before  his  deprivation.  Be- 
fides,  Mr.  Paget  did  not  exercile  his  mini  dry  after  fuf¬ 
penfion,  till  he  had  obtained  from  the  archbifhop  of  Can¬ 
terbury  a  releafe  from  that  fufpenfion,  which  if  it  was  not 
fufficient,  it  was  apprehended  by  him  to  be  fo,  the  arch¬ 
bifhop  being  chief  in  the  commiilion ;  and  all  the  canon  jts 
allow,  that  Jimplicity ,  and  ignorant  mi/taking  of  things , 
being  void  of  wilful  contempt ,  is  a  lawful  excufe  to  df charge 
irregularity .  But  the  commiffioners  avowed  their  own  act, 
and  the  patron  difpofed  of  the  living  to  another. 

Mr.  Paget  having  a  numerous  family  fet  up  a  little  fchoo!, 
but  the  arms  of  the  commiffioners  reached  him  there;  for 
being  required  to  take  out  a  licence,  they  tendered  him  the 
articles  to  fubfcribe,  which  he  refilling,  they  fhut  up  his 
fchool  and  fent  him  a  begging.  Let  us  hear  his  own  re¬ 
lation  of  his  cafe  in  a  letter  that  he  fent  to  that  great  fea 
officer  Sir  John  Hawkins ,  who  had  a  high  efteem  for  this 
good  man.  44  I  was  never  prefent  at  any  feparate  affembly 
44  from  the  church  (fays  he)  but  abhorred  them.  I  always 
44  reforted  to  my  parifli  church,  and  was  prefent  at  fervice 
44  and  preaching;  and  received  the  facrament  according  to 
44  the  book.  I  thought  it  my  duty  not  to  forfake  a  church 
44  becaufe  of  fome  blemifhes  in  it;  but  while  I  have  en- 
44  deavoured  to  live  in  peace,  others  have  prepared  them- 
felves  for  war.  I  am  turned  out  of  my  living  by  com- 
44  mandment.  I  afterwards  preached  without  living  or  a 
44  penny  flipend;  and  when  I  was  forbid,  I  ceafed.  N  l  then 
44  taught  a  few  children,  to  get  a  little  bread  for  myfelf 
44  and  mine  to  eat;  fome  difliked  this,  and  wiflied  me  to 
44  forbear,  which  I  have  done,  and  am  now  to  go  as  ail 
44  idle  rogue  and  vagabond  from  door  to  door  to  beg  my 
iC  bread,  though  I  am  able  in  a  lawful  calling  to  get  it.”* 

\  r  *  *  ^  ' 

*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  377. 
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Thus  this  learned  and  ufeful  divine  was  filenced  till  the 
death  of  Whitgift ,  after  which  he  was  inftituted  to  the 
living  of  St.  Anne ,  within  Alderfgate . 

The  Reverend  Mr.  Walter  Travers ,  B.  D.  fometime 
fellow  of  Trinity  college,  Cambridge ,  already  mentioned, 
came  into  trouble  this  year.  He  had  been  ordained  at 
Antwerp ,  and  being  an  admired  preacher,  a  fine  gentleman, 
and  of  great  learning,  he  became  domeftick  chaplain  to 
Secretary  Cecil ,  and  lefturer  at  the  Temple.  Dr.  A  Ivey  the 
mafter  dying  about  this  time,  Travers  was  recommended  to 
fucceed  him  by  the  doftor  on  his  death-bed,  and  by  the 
benchers  of  the  houfe,  in  a  petition  to  the  treafurer  on  his 
behalf;  but  the  archbifhop  interpofed,  and  declared  pe¬ 
remptorily,  that  unlefs  he  would  be  re-ordained  according 
to  the  ufage  of  the  church  of  England ,  and  fubfcribe  to  his 
articles,  he  would  not  admit  him.  Upon  which  he  was 
fet  afide,  and  Mr.  Hooker  preferred.  Travers  continued 
lefturer  about  two  years  longer,  and  was  then  deprived  of 
his  lefturefhip,  and  depofed  from  the  minidry.  The  trea¬ 
furer  and  others  of  Travers9 s  friends,  advifed  him  for  peace 
hike  to  be  re-ordained ;  but  he  replied  in  a  letter  to  his  lord- 
fhip,  that  this  would  be  to  invalidate  his  former  orders ; 
and  not  only  fo,  but  as  far  as  in  him  lay,  to  invalidate  the 
ordinations  of  all  foreign  churches.  “  As  for  myfelf  (fays 
“  he)  I  had  a  fufficient  title  to  the  minifterial  office,  having 
“  been  ordained  according  to  God’s  holy  word,  with 
“  prayers  and  impofition  of  hands,  and  according  to  the 
«  order  of  a  church  of  the  fame  faith  and  profeffion  with 
“  the  church  of  England ,  as  appears  by  my  tedimonials.” 
He  prayed  his  lordffiip  to  confider  further,  whether  his 
fubfcribing  the  articles  of  religion,  which  only  concern  the 
profeffion  of  the  true  chrijiian  faith  and  dotirine  of  the  facra - 
meats,  as  agreed  upon  in  the  convocation  of  1562,  which 
mod  willingly,  and  with  all  his  heart  he  aflented  to  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  datute,  did  not  qualify  him  for  a  minider 
in  the  church,  as  much  as  if  he  had  been  ordained  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  Englifh  form.  But  the  archbiffiop  was  deter¬ 
mined  to  have  a  dried:  eye  upon  the  inns  of  court,  and  to 
bring  them  to  the  publick  dandard;  and  the  rather,  inafmuch 

as  fome  of  them  pretended  to  be  exempted  from  his  jurif, 
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di&ion:  for  though  in  all  other  places  the  lacrament  was 
received  in  the  pollute  of  kneeling,  the  tempters  received 
it  to  this  very  time  Jilting.  Travers  would  have  mtroduc  ed 
the  pofture  of  ftanding  at  the  fide  of  the  table,  but  t  le 
benchers  infilled  upon  their  privilege,  and  would  receive  1 
in  no  other  pofture  than  fitting.*  The  archbilliop,  in  or  c  er 
to  put  an  end  to  this  praftice,  would  admit  none  but  an 
high  conformift ,  that  they  might  be  obliged  to  receive  it  kneel¬ 
ing,  or  not  at  all.  .  , 

The  harder  the  church  prelfed  upon  the  puritans ,  the 

more  were  they  difaffe&ed  to  the  national  eftablilhment, 
and  the  more  refolute  in  their  attempts  for  a  reformation 
of  difciplinc.  There  was  a  book  in  high  efteem  among 
them  at  this  time,  entitled,  Difciplina  Ecclefue  facra ex  Dei 
verbo  deferipta ;  that  is.  The  Holy  Difciplinc  of  the  Church 
deferibed  in  the  word  of  God.  It  was  drawn  up  m  Latin 
by  Mr.  Travers,  and  printed  at  Geneva  about  the  year 
i  C74,  but  fince  that  time  had  been  diligently  reviewed, 
corre&ed,  and  perfefted,  by  Mr.  Cartwright,  and  other 
learned  minifters  at  their  fynods.  It  was  tianflated  into 
Englijh  this  year,  with  a  preface  by  Mr.  Cartwright,  and 
defigned  to  be  publifhed  for  more  general  ufe;  but  as  it 
was  printing  at  Cambridge  it  was  feized  at  the  prefs :  I  he 
archbilhop  advifed  that  all  the  copies  Ihould  be  burnt  as 
factious  and  feditious,  but  one  was  found  in  Mi .  Cat  t- 
wrighfs  ft udy  after  his  death,  and  reprinted  in  the  yeai 
1644,  under  this  new  title,  A  Directory  of  Government 
anciently  contended  for,  end  as  far  as  the  time  wo m d  fujfei , 
praciifed  by  the  firft  non-conformifts  in  the  days  of  Queen 
Elizabeth,  found  in  the  ftudy  of  the  moji  accomplijhed  divine, 
Mr.  Thomas  Cartwright,  after  his  deceafe,  and  referved  to 
be  publifhed  for  fuch  a  time  as  this.  Fublijhcd  by  authority. 
It  contains  the  fubftance  of  thofe  alterations  in  difeipline, 
which  the  puritans  of  thefe  times  contended  for,  and  was 
fubferibed  by  the  brethren  hereafter  named,  as  agreeable 
to  the  word  of  God,  and  to  be  promoted  by  all  lawful  means, 
that  it  may  be  eftabliflied  by  the  authority  oi  the  magiftrate 
and  of  the  church;  and  in  the  mean  time  to  be  obferved, 


*  Strype’s  Ann,  p.  244. 
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ns  fai  as  lawfully  they  may,  confidently  with  the  laws  of 
the  land,  and  peace  of  the  church.  I  have  therefore  -oven 
n  a  place  in  the  appendix ,  to  which  I  refer  the  reader  * 

Another  treadle,  difperfed  privately  about  this  time, 
agd'.nt  the  dnciphne  of  the  church,  was  entitled,  An  Ab- 
Jirntl  of  certain  Ads  of  Parliament ,  and  of  certain  of  her 
Majefy  s  Injundions  and  Canons ,  &c.  printed  by  H. 
Denham,  1584.  The  author’s  defignf  was  to  Ihew,  That 
the  b-fhops  m  their  ecclefiaftical  courts  had  exceeded  their 
power,  and  broke  through  the  laws  and  ftatutes  of  the 
realm;  which  was  fo  notorious,  that  the  anfwerer ,  inftead 
01  confuting  the  abjlrader ,  blames  him  for  expofum  their 
father’s  _  nakednefs,  to  the  thrufting  through  of  religion 
by  the  fides  of  the  bifhops.  But  who  was  in  fault?  Shall 
th>_  libel  tit  s  and  properties  of  mankind  be  trampled  upon 
by  a  defpotick  power,  and  the  poor  fufferers  not  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  hold  up  the  laws  and  ftatutes  of  the  land,  to  their 

opprefiors,  becauie  of  their  great  names  or  religious  cha¬ 
racters  ? 

Tne  affairs  of  the  church  were  in  this  ferment  when  the 
parliament  met  Nov.  eg,  1^84?  in  which  the  puritans,  de- 
fpaii mg  of  ad  other  leuef,  refolved  to  make  their  utmoft  ef¬ 
forts  for  a  further  reformation  of  church  difcipline.  Fuller 
%s,||  their  agents  were  foliciting  at  the  door  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  all  day,  and  making  intereft  in  the  evening  at  the 
chambers  of  parliament  men;  and  if  the  Queen  woutd  have 
taivcn  the  advice  of  her  two  houfes  they-  had  been  made 
eafy.  December  14th  three  petitions  were  offered  to  the 
houfe;  one  touching  liberty  for  godly  preachers;  a  fecond 
to  exercife  and  continue  their  miniftry;  and  a  third  for  a 
fpeedy  fupply  of  able  men  for  deftitute  places.  §  The  firft 
was  brought  in  by  Sir  Thomas  Lucy,  the  fecond  by  Sir 
Edward  Dymock ;  and  the  third  by  Mr.  Gates.  Soon  after 
this  Dr.  Turner  flood  up,  and  put  the  houfe  in  remembrance 
of  a  bill  and  book  which  he  had  heretofore  offered  to  the 
houfe;  the  bill  was  entitled.  An  Ad  concerning  the  Sub . 

fcription  of  Minijlers,  and  propofes,  “  That  no  other  fub- 

■  ♦  # 

*  Appendix,  No.iv.  +  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  iii.  p.  233,  283. 

H  B.  ix.  p.  173.  <§  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  176,  177. 
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“  fcrimion  but  what  is  enjoined  by  the  13th  cf  Queen 
«  ElZbetb,  be  required  of  any  minifter  or  preacher  m  the 
«  church  of  England;  and  that  the  refufing  to  ubfcnbe 
“  any  other  articles,  (hall  not  be  any  caufe  for  the  arch- 
«  Stops  or  bifhops,  or  any  other  perfons  having  cede- 
«  finical  jurifdiftion,  to  refufe  any  of  the  fatd  minifte  s  to 
«  any  ecclefiaftical  office,  function  or  dignity  ;  but  that  the 
“  faid  archbifhops,  bifltops,  &c.  .fltall  '^'tutc,  indued, 

«  admit  and  invert,  or  caufe  to  be  inftituted,  See.  ludi  per- 
«  rons  as  {hall  be  prefented  by  the  lawful  patrons,  notwith- 
“  {landing  their  refufal  to  fubferibe  any  other  articles  not 
“  fet  down  in  the  ftatute  13  Elix.  And  that  no  minifter 
“  for  the  future  fltall  be  fufpended,  deprived,  or  otlterw.fc 
«  molefted  in  body  or  goods,  by  virtue  of  any  ecclefiaftical 
“  iurifdiftion,  but  only  m  the  cafes  of  obftmately  and 
«  wilfully  defending  any  herefies,  condemned  by  the  exprefs 
“  word  of  God,  or  for  their  diflolute  lives,  which  lhall 
“  be  proved  by  two  credible  witneffes,  or  by  their  own 
«  voluntary  confeflion.”  The  book  confided  of  34  articles 
of  complaint,  but  by  advice  of  the  houfe,  the  fubftance  of  the 
petitions  was  reduced  by  the  minifters  into  fixteen  articles, 
which  he  defired  might  be  imparted  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords, 
and  they  be  requefted  to  join  with  the  Commons  in  exhi¬ 
biting  them  by  way  of  humble  fuit  to  the  Queen.  1  he  five 
£rft  were  againft  infufHcient  minifters;  then  followed, 

6.  That  all  paftors  to  be  admitted  to  cures  might  be  tried 
and  allowed  by  the  pariihes. 

7.  That  no  oath  or  fubfeription  might  be  tendered  to 
any  at  their  entrance  into  the  miniftry,  but  fuch  as  is  ex¬ 
prefly  prefcribed  by  the  ftatutes  of  this  realm,  except  the 

oath  againft  corrupt  entring.* 

8.  That  minifters  may  not  be  troubled  for  omiflion  of  fome 
■rites  or  portions  prefcribed  in  the  book  of  common  prayer. 

9.  That  they  may  not  be  called  and  urged  to  anfwer 
before  the  officials  and  commiffiaries ,  but  before  the  bilhops 
themfelves. 

1  o.  That  fuch  as  had  been  fufpended  or  deprived  for  no 
other  offence,  but  only  for  not  fubferibing ,  might  be  reftored. 


*  MS.  p.  466.  Fuller,  b.  ix.  p.  189,  190, 
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doftrine-  and  that  th*  -  *  ’  aPParcnt  error  in 

,  -  j . t?  add  tliat  they  might  not  be  called  before  the 

h!gh  commiffion,  or  out  of  the  diocefe  where  they  lived 
except  for  fome  notable  olfence.  7  ’ 

12.  Inat  it  might  be  permitted  to  them  in  every  arch 
doconry  to  have  fome  common  exenfa  and 

Sr""’  bC  ,miKd  “d  P-fcnbedtyTe 

be  S£uSt  ter**'  may  ”* 

hurt’  h°h-^  lay -chancellors,  commiflaries,  or  official 
perfons.hC  themfelves’  with  th(=  afliftance  of  grave 

15,  16.  That  non-reftdence  and  pluralities  may  be  quite 
removed  out  of  the  church,  or  at  leaft  that  accordinTto 
the  .queens :  injunftom  (Article  44.)  no  non-rcjdcnt 
having  already  a  licence  or  faculty  may  enjoy  it  unlefs  he 
depute  an  able  curate,  who  may  weekly  preach  and  cate- 
chize,  as  is  required  in  her  majefty’s  injunctions. 

„  V1IS  Peut‘on  ]was  attended  with  a  moving  fupplication 
to  the  Queen  and  parliament,  in  the  name  of  thousands  of 
the  poor  untaught  people  of  England,  drawn  up  by  Mr 
bampfon,  in  which  they  complain,  that  in  many  of  their 
congregations  they  had  none  to  break  the  bread,  of  life 

n,°r  ten  com(ortable  Poaching  of  God’s  holy  word:*  That 
the  bimops  m  their  ordinations  had  no  regard  to  fuch  as 

WCirer?Uf  lfied  preach ’  Provided  they  could  only  read 
and  did  but  conform  to  the  ceremonies:  That  they  de¬ 
prived  fuch  as  were  capable  of  preaching  on  account  of 
ceremonies  which  do  not  edify,  but  are  rather  unprofitable 
burthens  to  the  church;  and  that  they  moleft  the  people 

r  r/°  fr°m  their  own  Parifll  churches  to  feek  the  bread 
of  life,  when  they  have  no  preaching  at  home.  Thev 
complain,  that  there  are  thoufands  of  parifhes  deftitute  of 
the  neceflary  means  of  falvation,  and  therefore  pray  the 
Queen  and  parliament  to  provide  a  remedy. 

*  Strype’s  Annals,  p,  223. 
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Tn  anfwer  to  the  petition  laft  mentioned  the  bifliop  of 

mndX,  ”  the  name  of  his  brethren,  drew  up  the 

f°The"fiveS  petitions  tend  to  one  thing,  that  is,  the  rc- 

—  an  T>«r„ed  and^iemmuniim  » 

winch  we  "f','r;ll'e“t  'a°l never  lefs  reafon  to  complain  of 

ChUm  tat  prefan  and  that  things  arc  mending  every  day. 
Ti  fS  -hey  anfwered,  that  it  favoured  of 
oomdar  elcflions  long  Once  abrogated;  that  k  would  breed 
V  P  ■  mrifties  ihiiti  prejudice  the  patron  s  right. 

To  the  7th  ^  four  following  articles  they  reply,  that 
•f  thev  "re  oranted  the  whole  hierarchy  will  be  unbraced, 
L  *e‘,th  ankle  fhakes  the  ground  of  all  eccleftafbcal 
*01  1  "  r  fit!  tverrinf  the  oath  of  canonical  obedience 

tSo°”he°Sop  5»  mnibm  B«  W  honeftis."  T|>e  **  mi* 
reou'res  a  difoenfation  from  the  civil  mag, Urate,  to  the 
fubverting  the  aB  for  uniformity  of  common  prjer,  ike. 

The  qdt  defires  a  difpenfation  from  the  junfdift.on  of 
our  ecclefiaftical  courts,  as  chancellors  officials  &c.  which 
will  in  the  end  fubvert  ail  epifcopal  authority,  lothe  icth 
thev  fav,  that  the  minilters  who  have  been  nfpended  are 
heady,'  ladr  and  contentious;  and  it  is  a  perilous  example 
O  have  fentences  revoked  that  have  been  given  according 
to  law,'  except  they  would  yield.  The  i  ith  petition  cut- 
teth  off  another  confiderable  branch  of  ecclefiaftical  jur  i  - 
diftion,  viz.  the  oath  ex  officio,  which  is  very  nece_  aiy  in 
fome  cafes,  where  the  pariihi oners  are  fo  perveife,  th< 
though  the  minifter  varies  the  fervice  of  the  church  as 
by  law  appointed,  they  will  not  complain,  much  left,  be 

Wim  eSdfa  memioned  in  the  ,  nth  article  are  by  the 

''hCtlieirhsi'd  M*  they  anfwer,  that  they  are  willing 
to  petition  the  Queen,  that  the  fenmnce  of  excommuni¬ 
cation  may  be  pronounced  by  the  bifhop,  with  fuch  a  i  - 
ance  as  he  lhall  call  in,  or  by  fome  ecclefiaftical  perlon 

couimiffioned  by  him. 


*  Life  of  Whit  gift,  p.  189. 
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frnall  valuVoftnany  *«^**r^  «**,,  that  ,hc 

and  non  vefidencies  L  *"“» 

was  orfered  to  beTrou4“  imm  TTg  hi8h>  a  biU 
and  non-refidencies  and  for  ^ ’T  y/gamlt  PJuraJities 

SS  a^ 7  i id  h  feTOur  mTCSS' 
SS?,  “atSy'SeS'r^' /['  ^ 

dered  the  induftry  of  the  cleroy  niJ  6  pUipofe’  but  hin- 

the  country  in  ignorance,  at  f  time  wS  ^means  t0  keeP 

3000  preachers  to  fupnly  0000  Darifn«  C  W?C  only 

drew  up  his  reafons  aglinft  the  bill  ond  1  he  arf\blfhoP 

the  convocation  to  prefent  them  in  an  addrefsT the  O  ^ 
Wherein  they  ftile  themfelvec  w  T,  to  the  Queen, 

t- 

tody  of  divinr/rSth  „,iitfc\,^drthrows  the 

of  tbe  lmngs'hey  lawfitHy  poffefs;  will  beggaj thederov" 

7  f  ■  ,!nS  in  abaPe  and  unlearned  miniftry  leflenfoe 
hofpitahty  of  cathedrals;  be  an  encourage™  m  h  a 

„  I0  *»  over.  foreign  fentiuaries  “  ^  the  tvT 

better  provided  for;  and  in  a  wor’d,  Bili  m£  "?/  b' 

“  anarchy  and  confufion.”f  y  for 

And  to  give  fome  fatisfaciion  to  the  cublirb 
fenced  fix  articles  to  the  Queen  a  L*,  !  l  ^ 

needed  amendment.  §  The  fir  ft  was  rhm  m  °,,  a  tbat 
•  admitted  into  holy  orders  trader  twenty-four Tear  'of  ^ 
that  they  foould  have  prefentation  to  a  cure  thT  the5 
fhould  bring  teftimonials  of  their  good  life;  and  that  the 
bilhop  might  refufe  whom  he  thought  £t,  whhout  foe 
nger  o  a  quare  impedit.  The  fecond  was,  to  reftrain  the 

SS  b  iTT* ?  ““P'  “P»"  great  confideration^ 

Ot  Which  the  bifliop  to  be  judge.  The  third  was  to  reftrain 

licences  to  rnarry  without  banns.  The  fourth  to  moderate 

*  Llfc  of  WilitSIft’  P-  l9°-  t  Life  of  Whitgift,  P.  10, 

§  Life  of  WWtgift,  P.  zo9.  h  P  93 
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fome  exceffes  about  excommunication.  The  fifth,  for  re- 

pluralities  of  benefices.  The>(4,  “ucerntug  fas 

to  ecclefiaftical  officers  and  their  fervants.  But  even  thele 
ankles  lay  by  till  the  year  1597,  when  they  were  confirmed 
in  convocation,  and  afterwards  incorporated  among  the 

^fcTthe  mean  time,  the  bill  againft  pluralities  patted  the 
Houfeof  Commons,  and  was  fent  up  to  the  lords,  w hue 
the  archbifhops  of  Canterbury  and  2  ork,  and  biffiop  of 
Winchejier,  made  long  fpeeches,  lhewing,  that  neither  t  c 
cathedrals,  nor  profeffors  in  tiie  umverfities,  could  fubfilt 
without  them.  To  prove  this  they  produced  a  lift  of  the 
fmall  value  of  many  ecclefiaftical  livings,  according  to  the 
Queen’s  books.  To  which  it  was  replied,  that  there  were 
many  fufpended  preachers  would  be  glad  of  the  fmallcit  o 
thofe  livings,  if  they  might  have  them  without  moleftation ; 
however,  that  it  was  more  proper  to  go  upon  wa\  s  and 
means  for  the  augmentation  of  fmaller  livings,  than  Lo 
fuffer  the  poor  people  to  perifh  for  lack  of  knowledge, 
while  the  incumbents  were  indulged  in  idlenefs  and  floth; 
but  the  weight  of  the  bench  of  bilhops,  with  the  court 

intereft,  threw  out  the  bilk 

This  exafperated  the  commons  to  that  degtee,  that  after 
the  holidays  they  refumed  the  debate  of  the  bill  of  petitions , 
and  ordered  feveral  other  bills  to  be  brought  in  to  clip  the 
wings  of  the  bifliops,  and  leffen  the  power  of  the  fpiritual 
courts.  One  was  for  fwearing  bifliops  in  the  courts  of 
Chancery  and  King’s-Bench ,  that  they  fhould  aft  nothing 
againft  the  common  law  of  the  land.  Another  to  reduce 
their  fees.  A  third  for  liberty  to  marry  at  all  times  of  the 
ve ar.  A  fourth  for  the  qualification  of  minifters.  And 
a  fifth  for  reftoring  of  difeipline.  The  aft  for  qualifying 
minifters  annuls  all  popifli  ordinations ;  and  difqualifies  fuch 
as  were  not  capable  of  preaching,  as  well  as  thofe  who 
were  convifted  of  profanenefs,  or  any  kind  of  immoialityj 
but  obliges  the  fucceffor  to  allow  the  deprived  minifter  a 
fufficient  maintenance  at  the  diferetion  of  the  juftices  of 
the  quarter  fefiions;  and  if  the  living  be  not  fufficient,  it  is 
to  be  done  by  a  parifli  rate.  It  infills  upon  a  careful  exa¬ 
mination  and  trial  of  the  qualifications  of  candiiates  for 

the 
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t  ziz&z’  c»rve  i  ** 

SSS  tjf-'  ^-ge. 

-«s;.  TC  ^ 

all  civil  bafinefs,  kto  3* 

appoints  a  prefbytery  or  elderfhip  in  each  nS  .  V  , 
together  w  th  the  n  ,  panin,  which, 

teS  Ae^n: ery  %  ''  d“ 

iV%  it  pleafe  your  Maje/ly  to  be  advertifed, 

“  f'HATnotwithflanciing  the  charge  of  late  given  bv 
your  highncfs  to  the  lower  houfe  of  parliament  for  deaf 
mg  in  caufc,  of  the  church;  albeit  alfo,  3, 
your  majelly  s  good  lilting,  we  have  fent  down  ord ZsZ 
,the  admitting  of  meet  men  in  the  miniftry  hereafter-  vet 
have  they  palTed  a  bill  in  that  houfe  yefifrday,  touch, W 
tat  matter,  which,  befide  other  inconveniencies  fas 
namely  the  trial  of  the  minifter’s  fufficiency  by  twelve 
,  ay™en’  and  fuch  hke)  hath  this  alfo,  that  if  it  pafs  by 
e  pariiament>t  cannot  hereafter  but  in  parliament  be  altered! 

«  w  .rt,1jeCfffiLy  f°ever  %ill  urge  thereunto:  Which  I  am 
«  Per  naded  in  a  fhort  time  will  appear,  confidering  the 
<£  mu  tnudes  of  livings,  not  fit  for  men  fo  qualified,  by 

«  reafon  o{.  the  fmallnefs  thereof;  whereas  if  it  be  but  a! 
a  canon  from  us,  or  by  your  majefty’s  authority,  it  may 
be  obferved  or  altered  at  pleafure.  7  ' 

“  TII|Cy  have  a!ld  Paffed  a  bill,  giving  liberty  to  marry 
at  all  times  of  the  year  without  reftraint,  contrary  to 
me.  old  canons  continually  obferved  among  us:  and  con- 
'  taming  matter  which  tendeth  to  the  flander  of  this  church 

«ScrVAVI^G1.IHIT“ERT0. maintained  an  error. 

I  here  is  hkewife  now  in  hand  in  the  fame  houfe,  a  bill 
concerning  ecclefiaftical  courts,  and  vifitation  by  bilhopsj 

*  MS.  p.  203,  2ij.  f  Life  0f  Whitgift,  p.  ,9?„ 
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“  which  may  reach  to  the  overthrow  of  ecclefiadical  jurif- 
diftion,  and  ffudy  of  the  civil  laws.  The  pretence  of 
“  the  bill  is  againft  exceffive  fees  and  exaftions  in  eccle- 
fiadical  courts;  which  fees  are  none  other  than  have  been 
“  of  long  time  accuftomed  to  be  taken;  the  law  already 
«  eftabliflied  providing  a  fharp  and  fevere  puniftiment  for 
«  fuch  as  diall  exaft  the  fame;  befides  an  order  alfo  which 
u  we  have  at  this  time  for  the  better  performance  thereof. 

“  I  therefore  mod  humbly  befeech  your  majefty,  to  con- 
«  tinue  your  gracious  goodnefs  towards  us,  who  with  all 
“  humility  Submit  ourfelves  to  your  highnefs,  and  ceafe  not 
“  daily  to  pray  for  your  happy  date,  and  long  and  profperous 
“  reign  over  us.  From  Lambeth ,  the  24th  of  March,  1584. 

Tour  Majejlf  s  chaplain , 

and  daily  orator  mojl  bound , 

Jo.  Cantuar.” 

The  Queen  was  pleafed  with  the  archbidiop’s  advice  of 
making  alterations  by  canon  and  not  by  Jlatute ,  that  die 
might  referve  the  power  in  her  own  hands;  and  immediately 
feat  a  meffage  to  the  Commons  by  the  lord  treafurer,  to  re¬ 
primand  them  “  for  encroaching  upon  her  fupremacy,  and 
“  for  attempting  what  die  Tad  forbidden,  with  which  die 
“  was  highly  offended;  and  to  command  the  fpeaker,  in  her 
“  nrajedy’s  name,  to  fee  that  no  bills  touching  reformation 
cc  in  caufes  eccledadical  diould  be  exhibited,  and  if  any  fuch 
“  were  exhibited,  die  commands  him  upon  his  allegiance  not 
<c  to  read  them.5’  The  Commons  now  faw  their  miflake,  in 
veiling  the  whole  power  of  reforming  the  policy  of  the  church 
in  the  fmgle  perfon  of  the  Queen,  who  knew  how  to  aft  the 
Sovereign,  and  difplay  her  prerogative  as  well  as  her  father. 
Had  it  been  referved  to  the  whole  legidature,  Queen,  Lords 
and  Commons,  with  adyice  of  the  representative  body  of  the 
clergy,  it  had  been  more  equitable;  but  now  if  the  whole  na¬ 
tion  were  diffatisfied,  not  an  indgnificant  rite  or  ceremony 
mull  be  changed,  or  a  bill  brought  into  either  houfe  of  parlia¬ 
ment,  without  an  infringement  of  the  prerogative:  No  lay- 
perfon  in  the  kingdom  mud:  meddle  with  religion  except  the 
Queen;  the  hands  of  lords  and  commons  are  tied  up,  her 

majefty 
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majcfly  is  abfolute  m  the  affairs  of  the  church,  and  no 
motion  for  reformation  muff  arife  from  any  but  herfelf. 

1  he  archbdhop  s  reafons  againft  the  bill  for  marryiim 
at  any  tunc  of  the  year  are  very  extraordinary ;  it  is  contrary 
(lays  Ins  grace)  to  the  old  canons.  But  many  of  thefe  are 
contrary  to  the  canon  of  fcripture;  and  they  who  framed 
this  fcem  a  little  to  referable  the  character  which  the 
apo  tie  gives  of  an  apoftate  from  the  faith:  i  Tim.  iv. 
lor  bidding  to  marry ,  and  commanding  to  abftain  from  meats. 
rk  adds,  It  tendeth  to  the  JIander  of  the  church ,  as  having 
hitherto  maintained  an  error.  Is  it  then  a  Hander 
to  the  church  of  England,  or  to  any  proteftant  church,  to 
lay  lhe  is.  fallible  and  may  have  maintained  an  error?  Have 
not  fathers  and  councils  erred?  Nay,  in  the  very  church  of 
Rome,  which  alone  lays  claim  to  infallibility,  have 
we  not  read  of  one  pope  and  council  reverling  the  decrees 
of  another?  The  21ft  article  of  the  church  of  England 
lays,  that  general  councils  may  err ,  and  fometimes  have 
erred,  even  in  things  pertaining  to  God.  And  if  a  general 
council  may  err,  even  in  things  of  importance  to  falvation, 
furely  it  can  be  no  Hander  to  fay  a  convocation,  a  parlia- 
ment,  or  a  fingle  perfon,  may  miftake,  in  commanding  to 

abftain  from  meats ,  and  forbidding  to  marry  at  certain  times 
of  the  year. 

While  the  puritans  were  attending  the  parliament,  they 
did  not  negleft  the  convocation:  a  petition  was  prefented  to 
them  in  the  name  of  the  mmiffers  who  refufed  to  fubferibe 
the  archbifliop’s  three  articles,  wherein  they  defire  to  be 
fatisfied  in  their  fcruples,  which  the  law  admits,  but  had 
not  hitherto  been  attempted.*  The  convocation  rejecting 
their  petition,  the  miniffers  printed  their  apology  to  the  church, 
and  humble  fuit  to  the  high  court  of  parliament ,  in  which 
they  mention  feveral  things  in  the  publick  fervice  as  repug¬ 
nant  to  the  word  of  God;  as,  requiring  faith  in  an  infant 
to  be  baptized;  confounding  baptifm  and  regeneration; 
adding  to  the  pure  and  perfect  inftitutions  of  Chrift  the 
crofs  in  baptifm,  and  the  ring  in  marriage;  advancing  the 
writings  of  the  Apocrypha,  to  a  level  with  holy  fcripture, 
by  reading  them  in  the  church;  with  many  others.  They 

*  MS.  p.  595.  conclude 
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conclude  with  an  earned  duplication  to  their  fuperiors,  to 
be  continued  in  their  callings-,  confidering  their  being  fet 
apart  to  the  minidry,  and  the  obligations  they  were  under 
to  God  and  their  people;  they  proted  they  will  do  any 
thing  they  can  without  fin,  and  the  rather,  bccaufe  they  are 
apprehenfive  that  the  Jhepherds  being  Jtrickcn- ,  their  flocks 
will  be  fcattered . 

The  puritans’  lad  refort  was  to  the  archbidrop,  who  had 
a  prevailing  intered  in  the  Queen ;  a  paper  was  therefore 
publ idled,  ^  entitled,  Means  how m  to  fettle  a  godly  and  chari - 
.  table  quietiiefs  in  the  church  \  humbly  addrefled  to  the  arch- 
bifhop,.and  containing  the  following  propofals  : — 

That  it  would  pleafe  his  grace  not  to  prefs  fuch  fubfcrip- 

tion  as  had  been  of  late  required,  feeing  in  the  parliament 

that  edablidied .  the  articles,  the  fubfcription  was  midiked 

and  put  out:*  That  he  would  not  oblige  men  to  accufe 

themfelves  by  the  oath  ex  officio ,  it  being  contrary  to  law, 

and  the  liberty  of  the  fubjecl:  That  thofe  miniders  who 

have  been  of  late  fufpended,  may  be  redored,  upon  giving 

a  bond  and  fecurity  not  to  preach  againd  the  dignities  of 

archbidiops,  bidiops,  &c.  nor  to  didurb  the  orders  of  the 

church,  but  to  maintain  it  as  far  as  they  can;  and  foberly 

to  teach  Jefus  Chrift  crucified:  §  That  miniders  may  not 

be  expofed  to  the  malicious  profecution  of  their  enemies, 

upon  their  omidion  of  any  tittle  in  the  fer vice -book: 

That  they  may  not  be  obliged  to  read  the  Apocrypha ,  feeing 

in  the  firll  book  printed  in  her  majedy’s  reign  the  fame  was 

left  out,  and  was  afterwards  inferted  without  warrant  of 

law,  and  contrary  to  the  datute,  which  allows  but  three 

alterations:  That  the  crofs  in  baptifm  may  not  be  enforced, 

feeing  in  King  Edward’s  2d  book  there  was  a  note  which 

left  that,  and  fome  other  rites  indifferent;  which  nqte 

ought  to  have  been  in  the  Queen’s  book,  it  not  being 

among  the  alterations  appointed  by  datute:  They  further 

* 

*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  196. 

§  To  this  propofal  the  archbifhop  anfwered,  “  I  do  not  mijlike  of  the 
fC  bond ;  but  he  that  fhall  enter  into  it,  and  yet  refufe  to  fubfcribe,  in  my 
“  opinion  is  a  meer  hypocrite,  or  a  very  wilful  fellow  ;  for  this  condition 
“  containeth  more  than  doth  the  fubfcription. ” 

Maddox’s  Vindication,  p.  348. 

Vol.  L  D  d  defiret 
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dcfire,  that  in  baptifm  the  godfathers  may  anfwer  in  their 
ovv  n  names,  and  not  in  the  child’s:  That  midwives  and  women 
may  not  baptize:  That  the  words  upon  delivery  of  the 
ring  in  marriage  may  be  left  indifferent:  That  his  grace 
would  not  urge  tec  precife  wearing  of  the  gown ,  cop, 
tippet  and  furplice ,  but  only  that  m  millers  be  obliged  to 
wear  apparel  meet  and  decent  for  their  callings:  °That 
Icchn  c}  s  who  have  not  cure  of  fouls ,  but  are  licenfed  to 
pi  eac h,  benaving  themlelves  well,  be  not  enforced  to  mi- 
nifter  the  facraments,  unlefs  they  be  content  fo  to  do. 

But  the .  archbillrop  would  abate  nothing,  nor  admit  of 
the  lead  latitude  from  the  national  effabhfhment.  He  framed 
an  anfwer  to  the  propofals,  in  which  he  infills  upon  a  full 
conformity,  telling  the  petitioners,  that  it  was  none  of  his 
bufmefs  to  aiter  the  eccleliallical  laws,  or  difpenfe  with  them  ; 
which  was  all  they  were  to  expect  from  him.  What  could 
wile  and  good  men  do  more  in  a  peaceable  way  for  the 
liberty  of  their  confciences,  or  a  further  reformation  in 
the  church?  They  petitioned  the  Queen,  applied  to  both 
hordes  of  parliament,  and  addreffed  the  convocation  and 
bilhops ;  they  moved  no  feditions  nor  riots,  but  faffed  and 
prayed  for  the  Queen  and  church,  as  long  as  they  were 
allowed;  and  when  they  could  ferve  them  no  longer,  they 
patiently  fubmitted  to  fufpenfions  and  deprivations,  fines 
and  imprifonments,  till  it  Ihould  pleafe  God,  of  his  infi¬ 
nite  mercy,  to  open  a  door  for  their  further  ufefulnefs. 

The  papifts  made  their  advantages  of  thefe  divifions;  a 
plot  was  difcovered  this  very  year  [1581;]  again!!  the 
Queen’s  life,  for  which  Lord  Paget  and  others  fled  their 
country;  and  one  Parry  was  executed,  who  was  to  have 
hilled  her  majefty,  as  fire  was  riding  abroad;  to  which 
(it  is  laid*)  the  pope  encouraged  him,  by  granting  him  his 
bleffmg,  and  a  plenary  indulgence  and  remifilon  of  all  his 
fins;  alluring  him  that,  befides  the  merit  of  the  action  in 
heaven,  his  holinefs  would  make  himfelf  his  debtor  in  the 
beft  manner  he  could,  and  therefore  exhorted  him  to  put 
his  moji  holy  and  honourable  purpofes  in  execution;  this  was 

*  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  ii.  p.  24.9. 

written 
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written  from  Rome,  Jan.  the  30th,  1584,  and  figned  by  the 
cardinal  of  Como.  Mary  Queen  of  Scots  was  big  with 
expectation  of  the  crown  of  England  at  this  time,  from 
the  preparations  of  foreign  popilh  princes,  who  were  de¬ 
termined  to  make  the  flrongefl  efforts  to  let  her  upon  the 
throne,  and  to  reflore  the  catholick  religion  in  Em,  land; 
but  they  could  not  get  ready  before  her  head  was  laid 
down  upon  the  block. 

The  parliament  which  met  again  in  November,  being 
fenfible  of  the  importance  of  the  Queen’s  life,  entered  into 
a  voluntary  afl'oeiation  to  revenge  her  death,  if  that  fhould 
happen  through  any  violence:*  They  alfo  made  a  fevere 
flatute  againfl:  jefuits  and  feminary  priefts,  or  others  who 
engaged  in  plots,  by  virtue  of  the  bull  of  excommunication 
of  pope  Pius  V.  and  againfl:  any  fubjeCt  of  England  that 
fhould  go  abroad  for  education  in  any  of  the  popilh  femi- 
naries.  Yet  none  of  thefe  things  could  move  the  Queen 

or  bilhops  to  take  any  heps  towards  uniting  protellants 
among  themfelves. 

But  to  put  an  effectual  flop  to  the  pens  of  the  church’s 
adversaries,  his  grace  applied  to  the  Queen  for  a  further 
reftraint  of  the  prefs,  which  he  obtained  and  publifhed  by 
authority  of  the  Jlar-chamber  (fays  Mr.  Strypef)  June  23, 
28  E/iz.  It  was  framed  by  the  archbifhop’s  head,  who 
prefixed  a  preface  to  it:  The  decree  was  to  this  purpofe, 
“  That  there  fhould  be  no  printing  preffes  in  private  places] 
noi  any  wheic  but  in  London  and  the  two  univerfities. 
“No  new  prefTes  were  to  be  fet  up  but  by  licence  from 
the  archbifkop,  and  bifhop  of  London  for  the  time 
being;  they  to  fignify  the  fame  to  the  wardens  of  the 
“  Jlationers  company,  who  fhould  prefent  fuch  as  they  chofe 
“  to  be  mailers  of  printing  prefTes  before  the  ecclefiaftical 
commiflionei  s  foi  their  approbation.  No  perfon  to  print 
any  book  unlefs  firft  allowed  according  to  the  Queen’s 
injunctions,  and  to  be  feen  and  perufed  by  the  archbifhop 
or  bifhop  of  London,  or  their  chaplain.  'No  book  to  be 
printed  againfl  any  of  the  laws  in  being,  nor  any  of  the 
-  f<lleen  s  injunctions.  Perfons  that  fhould  fell  or  bind  up 

Il»d.  p.  293.  f  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  221 
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“  fueh  books  to  fufFer  three  months  imprifonment.  And  it 
u  {hall  be  lawful  for  the  wardens  of  th cjlationers  company 
<c  to  make  fearch  after  them,  and  feize  them  to  her  majedy’s 
life;  and  the  printers  fhall  be  difabled  from  exercifmg 
“  their  trade  for  the  future,  and  fufFer  fix  months  impri- 
fonment,  and  their  prefies  be  broken.”  Notwithdanding 
this  edict,  the  archbifhop  was  far  from  enjoying  a  peace¬ 
able  triumph,  the  puritans  finding  ways  and  means  from 
abroad,  to  propagate  their  writings,  and  expofe  the  fe verity 
of  their  adversaries. 

Some  faint  attempts  were  made  this  fummer  for  reviving 
the  exercifes  called  prophefyings ,  in  the  diocefe  of  Chejler , 
where  the  clergy  were  very  ignorant:  Bifhop  Chadderton 
drew  up  proper  regulations,  in  imitation  of  thofe  already 
mentioned;  but  the  delign  proved  abortive.  The  bifhop 
of  Litchfield  and  Coventry  alfo  publifhed  fome  articles  for 
his  vifitation  which  favoured  of  puritanifm,  as  againft  non- 
refidents,  for  making  a  more  firict  enquiry  into  the  quali¬ 
fications  of  miniders,  and  for  redraining  unworthy  com¬ 
municants.*  He  alfo  erefted  a  kind  of  judicatory, §  con¬ 
fiding  of  four  learned  divines  with  himfelf,  to  examine  fuch 
as  diould  be  prefented  for  ordination.  When  the  arch¬ 
bifhop  had  read  them  over  he  called  them  the  wellfpring  of 
a  pernicious  platform ,  and  reprefented  them  to  the  Queen  as 
contrary  to  law,  and  to  the  fettled  date  of  the  church;  the 
bifhop  wrote  a  defence  of  his  articles  to  the  archbifhop, 
{hewing  their  confidency  with  law,  and  the  great  advantage 
which  might  arife  from  them;  but  Whit  gift  would  hear  of 
nothing  that  looked  like  a  puritanical  reformation.  J 


*  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  iii.  p.328. 

§  Here  Mr.  Neal  is  cenfured  by  Bifhop  War  bur  ton,  as  partial,  for 
reckoning  the  Bifhop  of  Lichfield  s  conduct  to  be  agieeaole  to  law,  becaufe 
in  favour  of  the  puritans:  and  for  reprefenting  before,  p.  348,  the  arch- 
bifhop’s  publifhing  articles  without  the  great  feal  as  illegal,  becaufe  again ft 
the  puritans.  Not  to  fay  that  the  articles  in  one  cafe  are  very  different 
from  the  obje6t  of  the  judicatory  in  the  otner,  IVlr.  Neal ,  it  will  appear 
on  examining,  doth  not  decide  on  the  legality  of  the  meafure  in  either 
cafe,  but,  as  an  liiftorian,  bates  what  was  offered  on  this  head  by  the 
parties :  and  this  he  does,  with  refpeft  to  the  archbifhop  very  fully  pro 

and  con*  Ed. 
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The  Lord’s  day  was  now  very  much  profaned,  by  the 
encouraging  of  plays  and  fports  in  the  evening,  and 
fometimes  in  the  afternoon.  i  he  Revert nd  Adi.  Smithy 
M.  A.  in  his  fermon  before  the  univerfity  of  Cambridge,. 
the  fir  ft  Sunday  in  Lent,  maintained  the  unlawfulnefs.  of 
thele  plays;  for  which  he  was  lummoned  beloie  the-  wk.c- 
chancellor,  and  upon ,  examination  ottered  to  prove,  that 
the  Chriftian  Sabbath  ought  to  be  obferved.  by  an  ab- 
ftinence  from  all  worldly  bufinefs,  and  lpent  111  works  ol 
piety  and  charity;  though  he  did  not  apprehend  we  weic 
bound  to  the  ftri&nefs  of  the  JeiviJh  precepts.*  The  par¬ 
liament  had  taken  this  matter  into  conlideration,f  and  patted 
a  bill  for  the  better  and  more  reverent  obfervation  of  the 
Sabbath ,  which  the  fpeaker  recommended  to  the  Queen 
in  an  elegant  fpeech,  but  her  majefty  refufed  to  pals  it,  under 
pretence° of  not  fullering  the  parliament  to  meddle  witji 
matters  of  religion,  which  was  her  prerogative.  How¬ 
ever,  the  thing  appeared  fo  reafonable,  that  without  the 
fan&ion  of  a  law,  the  religious  obfervation  of  the  fabbath 
grew  into  efteem  with  all  fober  perfons,  and  after  a  few 
years  became  the  diftinguifliing  mark  of  a  puritan . 

This  fummer  Mr.  Cartwright  returned  from  abroad, 
having  fpent  five  years  in  preaching  to  the  Englifh  congre¬ 
gation  at  Antwerp ;  he  had  been  feized  with  an  ague,  which 
ended  in  an  heftick,  for  which  the  phyficians  advifed  him  to 
his  native  air.  Upon  this  he  wrote  to  the  Earl  of  Leicejler 
and  the  lord  treafurer  for  leave  to  come  home;  thele  nor 
blemen  made  an  honourable  mention  of  him  in  parliament, 
but  he  could  not  obtain  their  mediation  with  the  Queen 
for  his  pardon,  fo  that  as  loon  as  it  was  known  he  was 
landed,  though  in  a  weak  and  languifliing  condition,  he  was 
apprehended  and  thrown  into  prifon;  when  he  appeared 
before  the  archbilhop,  he  behaved  with  that  modelly  and 
refpeft  as  foftened  the  heart  of  his  great  adverfary,  who, 
upon  promife  of  his  peaceable  and  quiet  behaviour,  dif¬ 
fered  him  to  go  at  large;  for  which  the  Earl  of  Leicejler 
and  Mr.  Cartwright  returned  his  grace  thanks;  but  all  their 
intereft  could  not  procure  him  a  licence  to  preach.  cc  Mr. 
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f  Ibid,  vol,  iii.  p.  296. 
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„  Ca^ight  (fays  the  archbifhop  to  the  earl)  lltall  be 

„  7elcome1  to  ™eat  al*  t!™s,  but  to  grant  him  a  licence 

to  pitach,  till  I  am  better  fatisfied  of  his  conformity,  is 

not  confiftent  with  my  duty  or  confcienee.”  However 
the  Lari  made  him  governor  of  an  hofpital  in  Warwick 
where  he  was  connived  at  for  a  time,  and  preached  without 
a  licence;  his  lalary  was  a  houfe,  and  100I.  per  ann 

Mr.  Fenner  and  Wood ,  two  other  fufpended  minifters,  were 
releafed  after  twelve  months  imprifonment,  upon  a  general 
fubfcription  to  the  articles,  far  as  the  law  required,  and 
a  promile  to  ufe  the  book  of  common  prayer ,  and  no  other; 
but  luch  was  the  clamour  on  all  hands,  by  reafon  of  the 
tnree  articles  to  be  fubfcribed  by  all  who  had  livings  already 
as  well  as  thofe  that  Ihould  hereafter  take  orders,  that  Se¬ 
cretary  Walfingham  went  over  to  Lambeth,  and  told  his 
gi-ace,  that  it  would  flop  in  a  great  meafure  the  complaints 
which  weie  brought  to  court,  if  he  would  require  fubfcrip¬ 
tion  only  of  luch  as  were  hereafter  to  enter  into  holy  orders, 
and  fuller  thofe  already  in  places  to  proceed  in  the  difcharae 
of  then  duty,  upon  condition  of  their  giving  bond  to  read 
the  common  prayer,  according  to  the  ufages '  and  laws  pre¬ 
ferring  the  fame;  which  the  archbilhop  promifed  to  com¬ 
ply  with.f 

But  the  nonfubferibing  divines,  who  were  unpreferred, 
might  not  fo  much  as  teach  fchool  for  a  livelihood,  for 
the  archbifhop  would  grant  no  licence  without  fubferibing-, 
t-ii'.l  fi  om  this  time  his  licences  to  teach  grammar,  and  even 
leading  and  writing,  were  granted  only  from  year  to  year; 
The  fchoolmaflers  were  to  be  full  conformiils;||  they  were 
limited  to  a  particular  diocefe,  and  were  not  authorized 
to  teach  elfewhere;  they  were  to  inftruc!  their  fcholars  in 
nothing  but  what  was  agreeable  to  the  laws  and  flatutes  of 
the  realm;  and  all  this  only  during  the  bijhofs  pleafure. 
Such  was  the  rigour  of  thefe  times! 

Mr.  Travers  had  been  leftnrer  at  the  T 'emple  with  Mr. 
Hooker  the  new  majler  about  two  years,  but  with  very  little 
harmony  or  agreement,  one  being  a  ftrift  Calvinift,  the 
other  a  perfon  of  larger  principles;  the  fermon  in  the 


f  Life  of  Whitgift,  p,  226 ,  7, 


||  Ibid.  p.  246. 
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morning  was  very  often  confuted  in  tlic  ai m  W'd],  and 
vindicated  again  the  next  Lord  s  clay*  fhc  vnitci  of 
Hooker  $  life§  reports,  that  the  morning  fermon  fpoke  the 
language  of  Canterbury ,  the  afternoon  that  of  Cent -za. 
Hooker  complaining  of  this  ufage,  the  archbhhop  took  the 
opportunity  to  fufpend  Mr.  d ravers  at  once,  without  any 
warning;  for  as  he  was  going  up  into  t lie  pulpit  to  pi  each 
on  the  Lord's  day  afternoon  the  officer  ferved  hun  with  a 
prohitition  upon  the  pulpit  (fairs;  upon  wnich,  inilead  ol  a 
fermon,  he  acquainted  the  congregation  with  his  fufpeniion, 
and  difmiffed  them.  The  reafons  given  for  it  were,  1 .  That 
he  was  not  ordained  according  to  the  rites  of  the  church 
of  England .  2.  That  he  had  broken  the  orders  of  the 
7th  of  the  Queen,  That  difputes  fhould  not  be  brought  into 
the  pulpit. 

Mr.  T ravers  in  his  own  vindication  drew  up  a  petition,  or 
/application  to  the  council ,  in  which  he  complains  of  being- 
judged  and  condemned  before  he  was  heard;  and  then 
goes  on  to  anfwer  the  objections  alleged  againit  hun  m  the 
prohibition. 

Firft  it  is  faid,  that  I  am  not  lawfully  called  to  excrcife  the 
office  of  a  minifter ,  nor  allowed  to  preachy  according  to  the 
laws  of  the  church  of  England. 

To  which  I  anfwer,  that  my  call  was  by  fuch  methods  as 
are  appointed  in  the  national  fynods  of  the  foreign  re¬ 
formed  churches;  teffimonials  of  which  I  have  fliewn  to  my 
lord  archbifliop  of  Canterbury ;  fo  that  if  any  man  be  law¬ 
fully  called  to  the  miniflry  in  thofe  countries,  1  am. 

But  I  am  not  qualified  to  be  a  minifler  in  England,  becaufe 
I  am  not  ordained  according  to  the  laws  of  this  countr  y. 

I  befeech  your  lordfhips  to  weigh  my  anfwer:  Such  is 
the  communion  of  faints,  as  that  what  folemn  acts  are  done 
in  one  true  church  of  Chrift,  according  to  his  word ,  are 


^  Bifhop  War  bur  ton  deems  it  di [ingenuous  in  Mr.  Neel  to  quoW  the 
language  of  this  biographer,  as  he  knew  that,  fo  quoted,  it  would  be  un¬ 
derstood  to  reflect  upon  Mr.  Hooker  as  only  a  tool  or  creature  of  the 
archbifhop.  But  is  not  Bifhop  Warburton,  here,  unneceffarily  captious  ? 
To  me  it  appears,  that  the  oppofition  lying  between  Canterbury  and 
Geneva,  is  fufficient  to  fereen  Mr.  Neal’s  ufe  of  the  biographer’s  words 
from  the  imputation  of  fuch  a  meaning.  Ed. 

mi 
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held  lawful  in  all  others:  The  conftituting  or  making  of  a 
mmifter  being  once  lawfully  done  ought  not  be  repealed- 
Pallors  and  teachers  in  the  New  Telhment  hold  the  fame 
manner  of  calling  as  1  had:  The  repeating  ordination 
makes  void  the  rormer  ordination,  and  confequently  all  fuch 
afts  as  were  done  by  virtue  of  it,  as  baptifm ,  continuation, 
hia*  I  '.age.  See.  By  the  fame  rule  people  ought  to  be  re- 

baptizfed  and  married  over  again,  when  they  come  into  this 
country  from  a  foreign.* 

Befides,  by  the  ftatute  1 3  Elizabeth ,  thofe  who  have  been 
ordained  in  foreign  proteftant  churches,  upon  their  fub- 
fcnbing  the  articles  therein  mentioned,  are  qualified  to 
enjoy  any  benefice  in  the  kingdom,  equally  with  them  who 
ai e  Oidaintd  according  to  the  laws  now  in  beings  which, 
compr  ehending  all  that  are  priejls  according  to  the  order  of 
the  church  of  Rome,  muft  certainly  be  as  favourable  to  mi- 
nilfeis  01  darned  among  foreign  proteflants.  In  conlequence 
of  this  law  many  Scots  divines  are  now  in  poffeffion  of  be- 
nefices  in  the  church,  as  was  Mr.  Whittingham,  though  he 
was  the  firit  who  was  called  in  queftion  in  this  cafe. 

Put  it  is  Paid,  I  preached  without  prefentation  or  licence. 

To  which  I  anfwer,  that  the  place  where  I  exercifed  my 
mmiftiy  required  no  prefentation,  nor  had  I  a  title,  or  reaped 
any  benefit  by  law,  but  only  received  a  voluntary  contri¬ 
bution,  and  was  employed  in  preaching  only;  and  as  to  a 
licence,  I  was  recommended  to  be  a  minifter  of  that  place, 
by  two  feveral  letters  of  the  Bifliop  of  London  to  the  gen! 
tlemcn  of  the  Inner  Temple ,  without  which  letters  that 
fociety  would  not  have  permitted  me  to  officiate. 

Secondly,  I  am  charged  with  indiferetion,  and  want  of 
duty  to  Mr.  Hooker,  majlcr  of  the  Temple;  and  with  break¬ 
ing  the  order  of  the  yth  of  the  Queen,  about  bringing  difputes 
into  the  pulpit. 

As  to  want  of  duty ,  I  anfwer,  though  fome  have  fuf- 
pefted  my  want  of  good-will  to  Mr.  Hooker,  becaufe  he 
fucceeded  Dr.  Ahey,/m  the  place  I  defired  for  myfelf; 
this  is  a  miftake,  for  I  declined  the  place  becaufe  I  could 
not  lubfcribe  to  my  lord  of  Canterbury’s  late  articles,  which 

*  Whitgift’s  Life,  p.  251, 
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I  would  not  do  for  the  raafterfhip  of  the  Temple ,  or  any 
other  place  in  the  church.  I  was  glad  the  place  was  given 
Mr.  Hooker ,  as  well  for  the  fake  of  old  acquaintance,  as  to 
fome  kind  of  affinity  there  is  between  us,  hopin  r  we  fhould 
live  peaceably  and  amicably  together,  as  becomes  brethren; 
but  when  I  heard  him  preach  againft  the  doftrine  of  cffu- 
rance ,  and  for  falvation  in  the  church  of  Rome,  with  all 
their  errors  and  idolatry ,  I  thought  myfelf  obliged  ro  op- 
pofe  him;  yet  when  I  found  it  occafioned  a  pulpit  war  I 
declared  publickly  that  I  would  concern  myfelf  no  further 
in  that  manner,  though  Mr.  Hooker  went  on  with  the 
difpute. 

But  it  is  faid,  I  Jhould  then  have  complained  of  him  to  the 
high  commijfion . 

To  which  I  anfwer,  it  was  not  out  of  contempt  or  neg¬ 
lect  of  lawful  authority,  but  becaufe  I  was  againft  all 
methods  of  feverity,  and  had  declared  my  refolution  to 
trouble  the  pulpit  with  thofe  debates  no  more. 

Upon  the  whole,  I  hope  it  will  appear  to  your  lordfhips , 
that  my  behaviour  has  not  deferved  fo  fevere  a  punifhment 
as  has  been  inflicted  upon  me;  and  therefore  I  humbly  pray, 
that  your  lordfhips  would  pleafe  to  reftore  me  to  my  mi¬ 
ni  (try,  by  fuch  means  as  your  wifdoms  fliall  think  fit; 
which  will  lay  me  under  farther  obligations  to  pray  for  your 
temporal  and  eternal  happinefs.  But  if  your  lordfhips  can¬ 
not  procure  me  this  favour,  I  recommend  myfelf  to  your 
lordfhips’  proteftion,  under  her  majefty,  in  a  private  life, 
and  the  church  to  Almighty  God,  who  in  juftice  will  punifh 
the  wicked,  and  in  mercy  reward  the  righteous  with  ail 
happy  immortality. 

Mr.  Hooker  wrote  an  anfwer  to  Mr.  Travers's  f application^ 
in  a  letter  to  his  patron  the  archbifhop  of  Canterbury ,  in 
which  he  takes  no  notice  of  Travers's  ordination,  but  con¬ 
fines  himfelf  to  his  objections  againft  his  doftrine;  fome  of 
which  he  undertakes  to  refute,  and  in  other  places  complains 
of  mifreprefentation.  But  let  all  be  granted  that  he  would 
have,  (fays  Mr.  Hooker )  what  will  it  advantage  him?  He 
ought  to  have  complained  to  the  high  commijjioners ,  and  not 
have  confuted  me  in  the  pulpit;  for  fchifms  and  difturbances 
will  arife  in  the  church,  if  all  men  may  be  tolerated  to  think 

as 
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as  they  pleafe,  and  publickly  fpeak  what  they  think. _ 

1  herefore  by  a  decree  agreed  upon  by  the  bifhops,  and  con¬ 
firmed  by  her  majefty,  it  was  ordered  that  if  erroneous  doc¬ 
trine  lliould  be  taught  publickly,  it  fhould  not  be  publickly 
refuted,  but  complained  of  to  lucn  perfons  as  her  majefty 
lliould  appoint  to  hear  and  determine  fuch  caufcs;  for  breach 
ot  which  order  he  is  charged  with  want  of  duty ;  and  all 
-the  faults  he  alleges  againft  me  can  fignify  nothing  in  his 
own  defence.  Mr.  Hooker  concludes  with  his  unfeigned 
defires,  that  both  Mr.  Travers's  and  his  papers  may  be 
burnt,  and  all  animofities  buried  in  oblivion,  and  that  there 
may  be  no  ftrife  among  them  but  this,  who  fhall  purfue 

peace,  unity,  and  piety,  with  the  greatefi:  vigour  and  dili¬ 
gence. 

But  t iie  council  interfered  not  in  the  affair.  Travers  was 
left  to  the  mercy  of  the  archbifhop,  who  could  never  be 
prevailed  with  to  take  off  his  fufpenfion,  or  Jicenfe  him  to 
preach  in  any  part  of  England ;  upon  which  he  accepted 
an  invitation  into  Ireland ,  and  became  provofl  of  T rinity 
college  in  the  univerfity  of  Dublin ;  here  he  was  tutor  to 
the  famous  Dr.  UJher ,  afterwards  archbifhop  of  Armagh , 
who  always  had  him  in  high  efteem ;  but  being  driven  from 
thence  by  the  wars,  he  returned  after  fome  years  into  Eng¬ 
land ,  and  fpent  the  remainder  of  his  days  in  filence,  ob- 
fcurity,  and  great  poverty;  he  was  a  learned  man,  a  polite 
preacher,  an  admirable  orator,  and  one  of  the  worthiefl 
divines  of  his  age.  But  all  thefe  qualifications  put  together, 
could  not  atone  for  the  fingle  crime  of  non-conformity. 

Mr.  Cartwright  being  forbid  preaching,  had  been  en¬ 
couraged  by  the  Earl  of  Leicefter  and  Secretary  Walfmgham 
to  anfwer  the  Rhemijl  truncation  of  the  New  Tejlament , 
publifhed  with  annotations  in  fa.vour  of  popery;  divers 
doftors  and  heads  of  houfes  of  the  univerfity  of  Cambridge , 
folicited  him  to  the  fame  work,  as  appears  by  their  epiftle 
prefixed  to  the  book;  the  like  encouragement  he  received 
from  fundry  miniflers  in  London  and  Suffolk ,  none  being 
thought  fo  equal  to  the  talk  as  himfelf;  and  becaufe  Cart¬ 
wright  was  poor,  the  fecretary  of  flate  fent  him  i  ooh  with 
affurance  of  fuch  further  afiftance  as  fliould  be  neceflary;* 

this 


*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  253. 
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this  was  about  the  year  1583.  Cartwright  accordingly  ap¬ 
plied  himfelf  to  the  work,  but  the  archbifliop  by  his  fove- 
reign  authority  forbad  him  to  proceed,  being  afraid  that  his 
writings  would  do  the  hierarchy  more  damage  than  they 
would  do  fervice  to  the  proteftant  caufe:  The  book  there¬ 
fore  was  left  unfulfilled,  and  not  publiflied  till  the  year  1618, 
to  the  great  regret  of  the  learned  world,  and  reproach  ot 
the  archbifliop. 

The  fufferings  of  Mr.  Gardiner ,  the  deprived  minifter 
of  Malden  in  EJjex ,  would  have  moved  companion  in  any 
except  the  bifliop  of  London .  I  will  reprefent  them  in  his 
own  words,  as  they  were  fent  to  him  in  form  of  a  fupplica- 
tion,  dated  Sept,  7th,  1586.* 

To  the  right  reverend  father  in  God  the  Lord  Bifhop 
of  London. 

Ci  My  duty  in  humblc-wife  remembered ,  my  lord , 

“  I  AM  call  into  prifon  by  your  lordfliip,  for  a  matter 
cc  which  about  feven  years  pall  was  flanderoufly  raifed  up 
“  againll  me;  I  was  by  courfe  of  law  cleared,  and  the 
Lord  God  which  fearcheth  the  hearts,  before  whom  both 
“  you  and  I  fliall  fhortly  appear,  doth  know,  and  him  I  call 
cc  to  witnefs,  that  I  was  and  am  falfly  accufed.  I  have 
“  been  extremely  fick  in  prifon;  I  thank  God  I  am  amend- 
“  ed,  but  yet  fo  that  the  phyficians  fay  my  infection  from 
“  the  prifon  will  be  very  dangerous.  I  have  a  poor  wife 
and  five  children,  which  are  in  lamentable  cafe:  I  had  fix 
<c  children  at  the  beginning  of  my  imprifonment;  but  by 
reafon  of  my  ficknefs  in  prifon,  my  wife  being  conftrained 
<c  to  attend  upon  me,  one  of  my  children,  for  want  of  fome- 
body  to  overfee  them,  was  drowned  in  a  tub  of  wort, 
“  being  two  years  and  half  old.  If  your  lordfliip  have  no 
“  compaflion  on  me,  yet  take  pity  upon  the  widow  and 
cc  fatherlefs,  (tor  in  that  Hate  are  now  my  wife  and  poor 
<c  infants)  whofe  tears  are  before  the  Lord.  I  crave  no 
cc  more  but  this,  to  be  bailed;  and  if  I  am  found  guilty  of 
cc  any  breach  or  law,  let  me  have  extremity  without  any 
favour. 

“  Tour  lordjhif*  s  to  command  in  Chrijl , 

u  John  Gardiner.” 

*  MS.  P.  752.  Mr. 
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Mr.  Giles  JVigg  ington ,  M.  A.  minifter  of  Sedburgh ,  having 
been  deprived  at  Lambeth  for  non-conformity,  and  another 
indufted  into  his  living,  went  home,  and  being  denied  en¬ 
trance  into  the  church,  preached  a  kind  of  farewell  fermori 
to  his  parifhioners  in  the  church-yard,  and  adminiftered  the 
facrament,  having  no  peace  in  his  mind  till  he  had  done  it, 
though  his  brethren  in  the  miniftry  would  have  dilfuaded 
him;  after  this  he  retired  with  his  wife  and  children  to 
Bur  rough- Bridge,  but  was  arrefted  in  his  journey  by  a  pur- 
fuiva  n  from  the  archbifhop  of  York,  and  fent  to  Lancafter 
gaol ,  fifty  miles  diftant  from  the  place  where  he  was  arrefted, 
in  a  hard  and  cold  winter;  there  he  was  {hut  up  among 
felons  and  condemned  prifoners,  and  worfe  ufed  than  they, 
or  than  the  recufant  papift.  From  hence  he  fent  up  his 
cafe  to  Sir  Walter  Mildmay ,  one  of  the  privy  council,  but 
with  little  fuccefs;  for  he  was  a  warm  non-conformift,  and 
a  bold  preacher  againft  the  lordly  proceedings  of  the  bifhops, 
for  which,  and  for  refufing  the  oath  ex  officio ,  he  fuffered 
a  long  imprifonment.*  He  was  afterwards  apprehended 
again,  upon  fufpicion  of  his  being  one  of  the  authors  of 
Martin  Mar-Prelate ,  which  he  denied,  but  confeffing  he 
did  not  diflike  the  book,  he  was  therefore  confined  in  the 
Compter  and  the  Gate-houfe ,  till  (I  believe)  he  confented  to 
leave  the  realm. 

In  the  parliament  that  met  this  year,  Oft.  29th,  1586, 
and  28  Eliz.  the  puritan  minijlers  made  another  effort  for 
parliamentary  relief,  for  which  purpofe  they  prefented  an 
humble  fupplication  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons;  in  which 
they  fay,  “  It  pierces  our  hearts  with  grief  to  hear  the  cries 
of  the  country  people  for  the  word  of  God .  The  bifhops 
«  either  preach  not  at  all,  or  very  feldom;  neither  can  they 
for  their  manifold  bufinefs,  their  diocefes  being  too  large 
<c  for  their  perfonal  infpeftion;  befides,  they  are  incumbered 
“  with  civil  affairs,  not  only  in  their  own  ecclefiaftical  courts, 
in  caufes  tejlamentary ,  &c.  but  as  lord  barons ,  jujlices  of 
^  peace  1  members  of  the  ftar-chamber,  council  table ,  and 
ecclefiaftical  commijfion ;  all  which  is  contrary  to  the  words 
a  of  ChriJG  who  fays,  his  kingdom  is  not  of  this  world ; 

*  MS.  p.  754?  S43?  &c. 
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u  and  contrary  to  the  pra&ice  of  all  other  reformed  churches* 

“  And  whereas  the  fcriptures  lay,  that  minifters  of  the  gof- 
“  pel  fhould  be  fuch  as  are  able  to  teach  found  doctrine 
44  ^nd  convince  gainfayers,  yet  the  bilhops  have  made 
44  priefts  of  the  bafeft  of  the  people,  not  only  for  their 
4 4  occupations  and  trades  whence  they  have  taken  them,  as 
cc  (hoe-makers  ^  barbers ,  taylors,  water-bearers ,  Jhcphci  ds^  Qid 
44  horf e-keepers ;  but  alio  for  their  want  of  good  learning 
44  and  honefly.  How  true  this  our  complaint  is,  may  appear 
“  by  the  survey  of  fome  fibres  and  counties  hereunto  an- 
“  nexed,  even  lome  of  the  bell,  whereby  the  reft  may  be 

44  eftimated. 

44  We  do  acknowledge,  that  there  a  number  of  men 

within  the  mimftry,  who  have  good  and  acceptable  g  1  k  ■ , 
cc  and  are  able  to  preach  the  word  of  God  to  edification; 

44  of  which  number  there  are  two  forts:  ihere  are  a  great 
“  number  that  live  not  upon  the  place  where  they  are  bene- 
“  ficed,  but  abandon  their  flocks,  directly  contrary  to  the 
“  charge  of  Chrift  to  Peter ,  faying,  Feed  my  Jheep ;  and  of 
54  tjie  apoftle  Paul  to  the  elders  at  Ephcfus ,  Take  heed  to 
“  your  [elves ,  and  the  flock  over  which  the  Holy  Ghojl  has 
“  made  you  overfeers ,  to  feed  the  church  of  God.  Of  this 
“  fort  are  fundry  bilhops,  who  have  benefices  in  commenda?iry 
64  univerfity  men,  and  chaplains  at  court;  others  get  two 
“  or  three  benefices  into  their  hands,  to  ferve  them  for 
cc  winter  and  fummer  houfes;  which  pluralities  and  non-re- 
44  fidencies  are  the  more  grievous  becaufe  they  are  tolerated 
44  by  law.  There  are  indeed  feveral  that  refide  upon  their 
64  benefices,  but  content  themfelves  with  juft  fatisfying  the 
44  law;  that  is,  to  have  divine  fervice  read,  and  four  fermons 
44  a  year. 

44  But  great  numbers  of  the  beft  qualified  for  preaching, 
44  and  of  the  greateft  induftry  and  application  to  their  fpi- 
44  ritual  functions,  are  not  fuffered  quietly  to  difeharge  their 
44  duties,  but  are  followed  with  innumerable  vexations,  not- 
44  withftanding  they  are  neither  hereticks  nor  fcifmaticks , 
44  but  keep  within  the  pale  of  the  church,  and  perfuade 
44  others  to  do  fo,  who  would  otherwife  have  departed  from 
44  it.  They  fall  and  pray  for  the  Queen  and  the  church, 
44  though  they  have  been  rebuked  for  it,  and  diverfly 

44  puniflied 
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punifhed  by  officers  both  civil  and  ecclefiaftical.  They 
are  fufpended  and  deprived  of  their  miniftry,  and  the 
c*  fruits  of  their  livings  are  fequdlered  for  the  payment  of 
fach  a  chaplain  as  their  fuperiors  think  fit  to  employ:  This 
has  continued  lor  many  months  and  years,  notwithstanding 
“  the  interceflion  of  their  people,  of  their  friends,  and 
“  fometimes  of  great  perfonages,  for  their  releafe.  J.ajl  of 
cc  ^4  many  of  them  are  committed  to  prifon,  whereof  feme 
cc  have  been  chained  with  irons ,  and  continued  in  hard 
“  durance  for  a  long  time. 

“  To  bring  about  thefe  feverities,  they  [the  bifhops] 
tendei  to  the  fufpected  perions  an  oath  ex  officio ,  to  an- 
fwer  all  interrogatories  that  fliall  be  put  to  them,  though 
i-  bo  lo  accufe  themfelves;  and  when  they  have  gotten 
a  confeffion,  they  proceed  upon  it  to  punifli  them  with  all 
“  rigour,  contrary  to  the  laws  of  God  and  of  this  land, 
“  and  of  all  nations  in  chriftendom,  except  it  be  in  Spain 
“  by  the  inquifition.  Thofe  who  have  refilled  the  oath  have 
€C  been  caft  into  prifon,  and  commanded  there  to  lie  with¬ 
out  bail  till  they  yield  to  it. 

“  The  grounds  of  thefe  troubles  are,  not  impiety ,  im¬ 
morality,  want  of  learning  or  diligence  in  their  minifterial 
work,  but  for  not  being  fatisfied  in  the  ufe  of  certain 
“  ceremonies  and  orders  of  the  church  of  Rome,  and  for 
net  being  able  to  declare,  that  every  thing  in  the  common 
prayer  book  is  agreeable  to  the  word  of  God .  Alas! 
“  that  for  thefe  things  good  preachers  fhould  be  fo  molefted, 

~  and  the  people  deprived  of  the  food  of  their  fouls,  and 
that  by  fathers  of  the  fame  faith  with  ourfelves. 

“  We  therefore  moft  humbly,  and  for  the  Lord’s  fake, 
cc  crave  of  this  high  and  honourable  court  of  parliament, 
hat  it  may  pleafe  you  to  hear  and  read  this  our  fuppli- 
:ation,  and  take  fuch  order  for  it  as  to  your  godly  wifdom 
66  fliall  be  thought  necefiary.# 

66  Nov.  1 5 86. 55 

The  grievances  annexed  to  this  fupplication  were  thefe, 
i .  The  abfolute  power  of  the  bifliop  to  give  and  take  away 
licences  to  preach  at  his  pleafure:  2.  The  proceedings  of  the 

*  MS.  p,  672.  ecclefiaftical 
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ecclefiaftical  commiffioners  according  to  their  own  difcrctions , 
without  regard  to  law:  3.  The  fmall  number  of  commiffioners, 
viz.  three,  who  may  decide  the  mod  weighty  caufes:  4.  The 
not  allowing  an  appeal  to  any  other  court:  5.  The  double 
char  after  of  the  bifhops,  who  fit  on  the  bench  both  as 
hi /loops  and  as  commiffioners .  6.  The  oath  ex  officio ,  in  which 
this  is  always  one  of  their  interrogatories,  Do  you  wholly 
keep ,  obfer<oe ,  and  read  in  your  church ,  all  the  parts  of  the 
book  of  common  prayer,  and  wear  the  habits ? 

The  survey  mentioned  in  the  fupplication,  by  which 
the  miferable  hate  of  the  church  for  want  of  an  able  and 
fufficient  miniftry  appears,  is  too  large  to  be  inferted;  it 
was  taken  in  the  years  1585  and  1586,  by  fome  perfons 
employed  for  that  purpofe  againlf  the  meeting  of  the  par¬ 
liament;*  it  is  divided  into  eight  columns: 

The  firft,  contains  the  name  of  the  benefice. 

The  fecond,  the  yearly  value. 

The  third,  the  number  of  fouls. 

The  fourth,  the  name  of  the  incumbent,  and  whether  a 
preacher  or  not. 

The  fifth,  what  other  benefices  he  has,  and  what  curates 
do  ferve  him. 

The  fixth,  his  charafter  and  converfation. 

The  feventh,  who  made  him  minifter.  And, 

The  eighth,  the  patron  of  the  living;  according  to  the 
following  plan. 

*  MS.  p.  684,  &  feq. 
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Upon  cajling  up  the  Survey ,  the  ftate  of  the  following 

counties  Jlands  thus : 


Churches 
or  livings . 


d, 

*v 


In  Cornwall  are  about 
In  Lincolnjhire 
In  Oxfordjhire 
In  Buckingha'mjbire, 
parfonages,  vicarages, 
and  curates  ferving 
In  Berkshire 
In  Surrey 

In  fixteen  of  the  Hun¬ 
dreds  of  Effex 
In  JUarwickJhire 
In  Mi  dd Iff  ex  about 
In  London ,  within  and 
without  the  walls, 
about 


160 

-  59° 

-  127 

b° 


140 

\  335 

188 

60 


29 

121 

29 

30 

29 

24 

12 

4i 

14 

97 


JVo  preachers 
but  readers . 


Double  Icneficed 
and  non-rejidents . 


It  mud  be  uncommon  diligence  and  application,  as  well 
as  a  very  great  expence,  to  colleft  fo  many  names  and  cha¬ 
racters  of  men;  the  exact  valuation  of  fo  many  livings ; 
the  number  of  non-refident  minifters ;  of  fuch  as  had  been 
mafs-priefts\  and  of  mechanicks  and  tradefmen:  But  fuch 
was  the  zeal  of  thefe  pious  men!  The  furvey  of  Lincoln- 
fhire  was  figned  by  the  juftices  of  the  peace  of  that  county, 
and  the  others  are  attefted  by  fome  of  the  principal  clergy¬ 
men  of  thofe  parts;  and  are  fo  particular  in  all  circumftances, 
as  leave  little  room  to  doubt  of  their  truth  in  general, 
though  there  may  be  fome  few  miftakes  in  characters  and 
numbers:  Upon  the  whole,  the  survey  takes  notice,  that 
after  28  years  eitablifhment  of  the  church  of  England ,  there 
Were  only  2000  preachers  to  ferve  near  10,000  parifh 
churches,  fo  that  there  were  almoft  8000  parilhes  without 
preaching  minifters.*  To  this  account  agrees  that  of  Mr. 
Fenner ,  who  lived  in  thefe  times,  and  fays,  that  a  third  part 
of  the  minifters  of  England ,  were  covered  with  a  cloud  of 
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fufpenfions;||  that  If  perfons  would  hear  a  fermon,  they 
mull  go  in  fome  places,  5,  7,  12,  yea  in  fome  counties  20 
miles,  and  at  the  fame  time  he  fined  12 d.  a  fabbath  for 
being  abfent  from  their  own  paiifli  church,  though  it  be 
proved  they  were  hearing  a  fermon  elfewhere,  becaufe  they 
had  none  at  home.  Nor  is  it  at  all  flrange  it  fhould  be 
thus  in  the  country,  when  the  bifhop  of  London  enjoined 
his  clergy  in  his  vifitation  this  very  year,  1.  That  every 
parfon  fliould  have  a  bible  in  Latin  and  Englijh.  2.  That 
they  fhould  have  Ballinger's  Dec  ads,  3.  That  they  fliould 
have  a  paper  book,  and  write  in  it  the  quantity  of  a  fermon 
every  week.  4.  That  fuch  as  could  not  preach  themfelves, 
fhould  be  taxed  at  four  purchafed  fermons  a  year.-j-  What 
a  miferable  date  of  things  was  this!  when  many  hundreds 
of  pious  and  confcientious  preachers  were  excluded  the 
church,  and  ftarving  with  their  families  for  want  of  em¬ 
ployment. 

With  the  /application  and  furvey  above-mentioned,  a  bill  § 
was  offered  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  for  a  further  refor¬ 
mation; 

H  Anfwer  to  Dr.  Bridges,  p.  48.  f  Life  of  Aylmer,  p.  128. 

§  Bifhop  War  hurt  on  condemns  “  the  offering  of  this  bill  to  the  Houfe 
“  as  fuch  a  mutinous  action  in  the  puritan  minifters,”  that  he  wonders  a 
writer  of  Mr.  Neal's  “  good  fenfe  could  mention  them  without  cenfure, 
(c  much  more  that  he  fhould  do  it  with  commendation.”  It  is  not  eafy  to 
fee,  where  his  lordfhip  found  Mr.  Neal ’s  commendation  of  this  bill ;  the 
Editor  can  difcern  a  bare  ftate  of  the  proceedings  only.  And  by  what 
law  or  by  what  principle  of  the  conftitution  is  the  offering  of  a  bill  and  a 
reprefentation  of  grievances  to  the  houfe,  an  ad  of  mutiny  ?  The  bill  of 
the  puritans  undoubtedly  went  to  new  model  the  eftablifhment,  but  only 
by  enlarging  the  terms  of  communion ;  not  by  fubilituting  new  ceremonies 
in  the  room  of  thofe  which  were  burthenfome  to  themfelves.  It  went,  it 
is  true,  to  introduce  a  new  difcipline,  but  not  to  aboliih  epifcopacy.  And 
was  not  the  fpiritual  jurifdidion  then  exercifed,  oppreilive?  Were  not  the 
proceedings  of  the  bifhops  arbitrary?  If  fo,  how  was  it  f<  infufferable  in- 
“  faience’’  to  feek  a  parliamentary  reform?  It  would  have  been,  as  his 
lordfhip  grants,  juft  and  reafonable,  if  the  puritans  had  moved  for  toleration 
only.  This  would  have  been  more  confiftent  in  thofe  who  fought  only 
their  own  liberty.  But  his  lordfhip  did  not  allow  for  the  very  different 
ideas  <we  may  have  on  the  meafures  that  fhould  have  been  purfued,  who 
view  thefe  tranfa&ions  at  this  diftance  of  time  and  many  years  after  a  to¬ 
leration  ad  has  palled,  from  what  thofe  had  whofe  minds,  in  the  infancy 
of  a  feparation  from  the  church,  felt  all  the  attachments  to  it  produced  by 
education  and  habit,  and  were  naturally  averfe  to  a  total  and  ffnal  feceftion 
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mation;  wherein,  after  a  recital  of  their  grievances,  they 
pray  that  the  book  hereunto  annexed,  entitled,  a  book  of 
the  form  of  Common  Prayer ,  &c.  and  every  thing  therein 
contained,  may  be  from  henceforth  authorized  and  put  in 
ufeand  practice,  throughout  all  her  majefty’s  dominions,  any 
former  law,  cuftom,  or  Hatute  to  the  contrary,  in  any  wife 
notwithstanding.  The  book  contained  prayers  before  and 
after  fermon,  but  left  a  liberty  for  variation ,  if  it  was 
thought  proper.-)-  The  minifter  was  to  pray  and  give  thanks 
in  the  words  there  preferibed,  or  filch  like .  In  the  creed  it 
leaves  the  article  of  Chri/Ps  defeent  into  hell  more  at  large. 
It  omits  three  of  the  thirty-nine  articles,  viz.  the  34th, 
35th,  and  36th.  It  takes  the  jurifdi&ion  of  the  church  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  fpiritual  courts,  and  places  it  in  an 
aflembly  of  minifters  and  elders  in  every  (hire,  who  {hall 
have  power  to  examine,  approve,  and  prefent  minifters  to 
the  feveral  parifhes  for  their  eleftion,  and  even  to  depofe 
them,  with  the  confent  of  the  biiliop,  upon  their  mifbe- 
haviour. 

At  the  fame  time  a  pamphlet  was  difperfed  without  doors, 
entitled,  a  requefit  of  all  true  chrifitians  to  the  honourable 
houfe  of  parliament .  It  prays,  “  That  every  parifh  church 
may  have  its  preacher,  and  every  city  its  fuperintendant, 
to  live  honeftly  but  not  pompoully.”  And  to  provide  for 
this,  it  prays,  “  That  all  cathedral  churches  may  be  put 
“  down,  where  the  fervice  of  God  is  grievoufly  abufed 
“  by  piping  with  organs,  finging ,  ringing  and  trowling  of 
cc  pfalms  from  one  fide  of  the  choir  to  another ,  with  the 
<c  fiqueaking  of  chanting  chorifters ,  dif gulfed  ( as  are  all  the 
“  reft)  in  white  fur plices ;  fome  in  corner  caps  and  filthy 

of  it.  He  conliders  “  the  Houfe  of  Commons  in  a  temper  to  have  paffed 
“  a  bill  for  toleration.”  But  he  forgets,  that  the  fuc  cel's  of  fuch  a  bill,  or 
of  any  bill,  did  not  depend  on  the  temper  of  the  Houfe,  but  on  the  pleaiure 
of  the  Queen.  Betides,  for  the  fir fl  twelve  or  fourteen  vears  of  her  Majefty’s 
reign  the  prayer  of  the  petitions  prefented  by  the  puritans  was,  if  not  for 
a  toleration  in  a  feparation  from  the  church,  yet  only  for  a  dilpenfation 
for  the  ufe  of  the  habits  and  three  or  four  ceremonies,  and  a  redrefs  of  a  few 
notorious  abufes.  As  the  Queen  and  biihops  continued  unyielding,  and 
grew  more  vigorous,  new  queltions  were  darted,  and  new  burthens  were 
felt,  and  new  demands  arofe.  See  Mr.  Neal’s  Review.  Ed.  - 

f  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  25S. 
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u  copes ,  imitating  the  fajhion  and  manner  of  antichrijl  the 
pope ,  that  man  of  fin ,  and  child  of  perdition ,  with  his 
other  rabble  of  mifcr cants  and  Jhave  lings,  Thefe  unpro- 
fitable  drones,  or  rather  caterpillars  of  the  world,  con- 
<c  fume  yearly  fome  two  thoufandfive  hundred  pounds,  fome 
three  thoufand  pounds,  fome  more,  fome  lefs,  whereof 
<c  no  profit  cometh  to  the  church  of  God.  They  are  the 
£c  dens  of  idle  loitering  lubbards;  the  harbours  of  time- 
“  ferving  hypocrites,  whofe  prebends  and  livings  belong 
“  fome  to  gentlemen,  fome  to  boys,  and  fome  to  ferving- 
“  men  and  others.  If  the  revenues  of  thefe  houfes  were 
iC  applied  to  augment  the  maintenance  of  poor,  diligent, 
preaching  parifh-minifters,  or  erecting  fchools,  religion 
would  then  flourifh  in  the  land.”* 

Some  bold  fpeeches  were  made  in  parliament  againft  the 
arbitrary  proceedings  of  the  bifhops,  by  Mr.  Wentworth 
and  others,  for  which  thofe  members  were  lent  to  the  Tower; 
at  which  the  houfe  was  fo  intimidated,  that  they  would  not 
fuffer  the  bill  to  be  read.  Befides  the  Queen  fent  both  for 
the  bill  and  petition  out  of  the  houfe,  and  ordered  the 
fpeaker  to  acquaint  them,  “  That  fhe  was  already  fettled  in 
cc  her  religion,  and  would  not  begin  again;  that  changes 
in  religion  were  dangerous;  that  it  was  not  reafonable 
“  for  them  to  call  in  queftion  the  eftabliflied  religion,  while 
<c  others  were  endeavouring  to  overthrow  it;  that  fhe  had 
“  confidered  the  objections,  and  looked  upon  them  as  fri- 
cc  volous;  and  that  the  platform  itfelf  was  moil  prejudicial 
to  her  crown,  and  to  the  peace  of  her  government.”§ 
Nay,  fo  incenfed  was  the  Queen  with  thefe  attempts  of  the 
puritans,  that  in  drawing  up  a  general  pardon  to  be  paffed 
in  parliament,  fhe  ordered  an  exception  to  be  made  of  fuch 
as  committed  any  offence  againft  the  act  of  uniformity,  or 
were  publifhers  of  feditious  books  or  pamphlets.  || 

The  convocation ,  contrary  to  all  cuflom  and  ufage,  con¬ 
tinued  fitting  after  the  parliament,  and  gave  the  Queen  a 
fubfidy  or  benevolence.  This  precedent  Archbifliop  Laud 
made  ufe  of  in  the  year  1 640,  to  prove  the  lawfulnefs  of 
a  convocation  fitting  without  a  parliament.  All  they  did 

*  MS.  p.  814.  §  Life  of  Whitgift,  p,  259.  |[  Heyl.  Aer.  p.  269. 
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further,  was  to  addrefs  the  Queen  with  an  oiler  to  maintain 
by  deputation,  that  the  platform  of  the  puritans  was  abfurd 
in  divinity,  and  dangerous  to  the  ftate;  which  the  non-con- 
formifh  would  willingly  have  debated,  but  the  others  knew 
the  Queen  and  council  would  not  admit  it. 

The  prefs  was  in  the  hands  of  the  archbifhop,  who  took 
all  poffible  care  to  ftiflc  the  writings  oi  the  puritans ,  while 
he  gave  licencef  to  /. ifcanio  an  Italian  merchant,  and  book- 
feller  in  London ,  to  import  what  popifh  books  he  thought 
fit,  upon  this  very  odd  pretence,  that  the  adverfaries  argu¬ 
ments  being  better  known  by  learned  men ,  might  be  more  eafily 
confuted *  But  was  it  not  a  fhorter  way  to  confute  them  in 
the  high  commiffion ?  Or  might  not  the  fame  reafon  have 
ferved  for  licenling  the  books  ot  the  puritans?  But  his  grace 
feems  to  have  been  in  no  fear  of  popery,  though  this  very 
year  another  affaffination  plot  was  difcovered,  lor  which 
Ballard  a  pried,  and  about  twelve  or  fourteen  more,  were 
executed.];  Remarkable  are  the  words  of  this  Ballard , 
who  declared  upon  examination  to  Sir  Francis  Knollys ,  trea- 
furer  of  the  Queen’s  houlhold,  and  a  privy  counfellor, 
u  That  he  would  defire  no  better  books  to  prove  his  doftrine 
i<m  of  popery,  than  the  archbifhop’ s  writings  againft  Cart - 

wright ,  and  his  injunftions  fet  forth  in  her  majefly’s  name. 

That  if  any  men  among  the  proteftants  lived  virtuoully, 
cc  they  were  the  puritans ,  who  renounced  their  ceremonies, 
cc  and  would  not  be  corrupted  with  pluralities.  That  un- 
<c  learned  and  reading  minifters  were  rather  a  furtherance 
66  than  a  hindrance  to  the  catholick  caufe.  That  though 
<c  the  bifhops  owned  her  majefty  to  be  fupreme  governor 
“  in  caufes  ecclefiafiical,  yet  they  did  not  keep  their  courts 


f  This  licence  was  not  abfolute  and  unlimited,  but  retrained  the  impor¬ 
tation  to  a  few  copies  of  every  fuch  fort  of  books,  and  on  this  condition 
only,  that  any  of  them  be  not  /hewed  or  difperfed  abroad :  but  a  delivery 
of  them  was  to  be  made  to  one  of  the  privy  council,  or  to  fuch  only  as 
they  or  fome  one  of  them  fhould  judge  meet  to  have  the  perufal  of  them. 
Afcardo  was  obliged  to  enter  into  ftridt  bonds  to  perform  thefe  conditions. 
This  method  of  licenfmg  popifh  books  was  not  fo  inconfiftcnt  with  the 
reftraint  laid  on  the  liberty  of  the  prefs,  and  on  the  circulation  of  the  books 
of  the  puritans,  as  our  author  reprefents  it,  and  appears  to  have  conceived 
of  it.  Maddox’s  Vindication,  p.  350.  Ed. 

Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  26 8.  J  Ibid.  p.  265. 
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“  in  her  majefly’s  name:  and  that  though  the  names  and  au- 
thority  of  archbifhops  and  bifhops,  &c.  were  in  ufe  in  the 
“  primitive  church,  they  forgot  that  they  were  then  lords  or 
magi  Urates  of  order  only,  made  by  the  prince,  and  not 
<c  lords  of  abfolute  power,  ruling  without  appeal.9’  This 
was  written  by  Mr.  Treasurer  himfelf,  Och  15th,  1  $86, 
upon  which  Sir  Francis  advifed.  in  council,  44  That  fpecial 
44  care  fliould  be  taken  of  popifh  recufants;  and  that  the 
“  abfolute  authority  of  private  bifhops,  without  appeal, 
44  fliould  be  reftrained;  that  they  might  not  condemn  zea- 
44  lous  preachers  againft  the  pope’s  fuprernacy,  for  refufmg 
44  to  fubferibe  unlawful  articles,  nor  without  the  affembly 
44  of  a  fynodical  council  of  preachers,  forafmuch  as  the 
44  abfolute  authority  of  the  bifhops,  and  their  ambition  and 
46  covetoufnefs,  had  a  tendency  to  lead  people  back  to  po- 
44  pery.”  But  how  much  truth  foever  there  was  in  thefe 
obfervations,  the  Queen  and  archbifliop  were  not  to  be 
convinced. 

The  puritans  being  wearied  out  with  repeated  applications 
to  their  fuperiors  for  relief,  began  to  defpair,  and  in  one  of 
their  affemblies  came  to  this  concluiion;  that  fince  the  magi - 
ft  rate  could  not  be  induced  to  reform  the  difcipline  of  the  churchy 
by  fo  many  petitions  and  fupphli cations ,  (which  we  all  confefs 
in  the  liturgy  is  to  be  wifhed)  that  therefore ,  after  fo  7nany 
years  waiting ,  it  was  lawful  to  act  without  him ,  and  intro¬ 
duce  a  reformation  in  the  befi  manner  they  could .  We  have 
mentioned  their  private  claffes  in  Effex^  Warwick fh ire ,  North - 
amptonfhire ,  and  other  parts,  in  which  their  book,  entitled, 
F’he  holy  difcipline  of  the  churchy  deferibed  in  the  word  of 
God ,  being  re vifed,  was  fubferibed  by  the  feveral  members 
in  thefe  words,  according  to  Mr.  Strype ,  which  are  fomething 
different  from  the  form  at  the  end  of  the  book  in  the  ap¬ 
pendix.  44  We  acknowledge  and  confefs  the  fame ,  agree- 
44  able  to  God’s  mofl  holy  word,  fo  far  as  we  are  able  to 
44  judge  or  difeern  of  it,  excepting  fome  few  points,  [which 
44  they  fent  to  their  reverend  brethren  in  fome  affembly  of 
44  them,  for  their  further  refolution]  and  we  affirm  it  to 
44  be  the  fame  which  we  defire  to  be  eftablifhed  in  this  church, 
44  by  daily  prayer  to  God,  which  we  profefs  (as  God  fhall 
44  offer  opportunity,  and  gives  us  to  difeern  it  fo  expedient) 
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«  hv  humble  fuit  to  her  majefty’s  mod  honourable  privy 
«  council  and  parliament,  and  by  all  other  lawful  means  to 
<c  further  and  advance,  fo  far  as  the  law  and  peace  of  the 

«  prefent  Hate  of  our  church  will  fuffer  >t,  and  “J  C£ 
C,  fnrre  the  contrary.  We  promife  to  guide  ouilJvcs  ac 
«  coraine  to  it  and  follow  the  directions  fee  down  in  the 

“  chapter  Of  ,  be  office  of  , be  muiften  */  *  »“';  * 
“  promife  to  frequent  our  appointed  affemb 1  es  that  is, 

“  every  fix  weeks  claffical  conferences,  every  half  yeai  pi 

«  vincial  affemblies,  and  general  affembhes  eveiy  ycai.  | 


X  Among;  thofe  that  fubferibed-  or  declared  their  approbation  of  the 
book  of  difeipline,  were  the  reverend 

Mr.  Cartwright  Dr.  Sparkes 

Mr.  Travers  Mr.  Ward 

Mr.  Stone 


Dr.  Knewftubs 
Mr.  Charke 
Mr.  Edgerton 
Mr.  Reynolds 
Mr.  Gardiner 
Mr.  Gifford 
Mr.  Barber 
Mr.  Spicer 
Mr.  Greenham 
Mr.  Payne 
Mr.  Fenner 
Mr.  Field 
Mr.  Snape 
Mr.  Johnfon 


Mr.  Warkton 
Mr.  Larke 
Mr.  Fletcher 
Mr.  Lord 
Mr.  Farmer 
Mr.  Rufhbrook' 
Mr.  Littleton 
Mr.  Oxenbridge 
MiTSeyntclere 
Mr.  Standen 
Mr.  Wilcox 
Dr.  Whitaker 
Mr.  Chadderton 


Mr.  Perkins 
Mr.  Allen 
Mr.  Edmunds 
Mr.  Gillibrand 
Mr.  Bradfhaw 
Mr.  Harrifon 
Mr.  Maffie 
Mr.  Hilderfham 
Mr.  Dod 
Mr.  Brightman 
Mr.  Cawdrey 
Mr.  Rogers 
Mr.  Udall 
Mr.  Dyke 
Mr.  Wight 
Mr.  Paget, 


Mr.  Nichols  .  . 

and  others,  to  the  number  of  above  500,  all  beneficed  in  the  church  of 
England  ufeful  preachers,  of  unfpotted  lives  and  chara&ers,  and  many  of 
them  of  the  univerfity  of  Cambridge ,  where  they  had  a  ftrong  and  power¬ 
ful  intereft.  .  .  , 

Bifhop  Maddox  triumphs  in  the  reprefentation  of  Mr.  Neal,  that  500 

who  fubferibed  the  holy  difeipline  were  all  beneficed  in  the  church,  as  a 
proof  of  the  lenity  of  government.  Mr.  Neal,  in  his  reply,  adds,  “  that 
«  there  were  more  than  twice  five  hundred  clergymen  who  made  a  jhift  to 
6i  keep  their  places  in  the  churchN  But,  when  at  the  fame  time,  they 
were  continually  expofed  to  fuffer  from  the  rigour  of  government;— when, 
as  Dr.  Bridges  declared,  a  third  part  of  the  minifiers  of  England  were 
covered  with  a  cloud  of  fufpenfions when  many  fmarted  feverely  for^  at¬ 
tempting  a  reformation,  for  which  they  all  wifhed  and  prayed when 
Cartwright,  'Travers ,  Field,  fi ohnfion,  Cawdery ,  Udall ,  and  other  leadeis 
of  the  puritans,  were  fufpended,  imprifoned,  and  frequently  in  trouble , 
not  to  fay  dying  under  the  hand  of  power;  the  reader  will  judge  with 
what  propriety  his  lordfhip  exults  over  our  author.  See  Mr.  Neal’s 
Review,  p.  872,  873.  Ed. 


424 


the  history 


CHAP.  VII. 


Befides  the  puritans  already  mentioned,  as  fufferinp  this 
year,  the  learned  Dr.  John  Walward ,  divinity  profelor  at 
Oxford,  was  enjoined  a  publick  recantation,  and  fufpended 
till  he  had  done  it  for  teaching,  that  the  order  of  the 
Jewnh  Synagogue  and  elder (hip,  was  adopted  by  Chrijl  and 
m  apojlles  into  the  chrijhan  church ,  and  defigned  as  a 
perpetual  model  of  church  government.  \\  He  was  alfo  bound 

m  a  recognizance  of  iool.  for  his  good  behaviour _ Mr. 

Harfiet ,  of  Pembroke  half  was  imprifoned  at  the  fame  time 

for  not  wearing  the  furplice. - Mr.  Edward  Gillibrand, 

ellow  of  Magdalen  college,  Cambridge ,  was  forbid  preach¬ 
ing,  and  bound  m  a  recognizance  of  iool.  to  revoke  his 
errors  m  fuch  words  as  the  commiffioners  fhould  appoint. 

,  1S  SlnV,e  was.  *Peak*ng  againft  the  hierarchy ,  and  againft: 
the  fwelhng  titles  of  archbilhops  and  bifhops;  for  which 
ll  /jitgift  told  him,  he  deferved  not  only  to  be  imprifoned 

mid  impended,  but  to  be  banifhed  the  univerfity. _ -Mr. 

Farrar ,  mimfter  of  Langham  in  Effex,  was  charged  with 
rebellion  againft  the  ecclefiaftical  laws,  and  fufpended  for 
not  wear ing  the  habits.  Bilhop  Aylmer  told  him,#  that  ex¬ 
cept  he  and  his  companions  would  be  comformable,  in  </ood 
faith  Le  and  his  brethren  the  bifhops  would,  in  o-ne  Quarter 

of  a  year ,  turn  them  ad  out  of  tne  church. - Sept^  i  ith 

Mr.  Udall,  of  Kingston  upon  Thames ,  was  fufpended  and 

impriloned,  for  keeping  a  private  faft  in  his  parifh. _ —fo 

the  month  of  January  Mr.  Wifon,  Mr.  More,  and  two  other 
minifters,  were  imprifoned,  and  obliged  to  give  bond  for 
their  good  behaviour.  • 

In  the  month  of  May  the  Reverend  Mr.  Settle  was  fum- 
moned  before  the  Archbifhop  at  Lambeth,  and  charged  with 
denying  the  article,  Of  the  defeent  of  our  Saviour’s  foul 
into  he'd,  or  the  place  of  the  damned.  Mr.  Settle  confeffed 
it  was  his  opinion,  that  Chrift  did  not  defeend  locally  into 
hell,  and  that  Calvin  and  Beza  were  of  his  mind;  which 
put  the  archbifhop  into  fuch  a  paffion,  that  he  called  him 
afs,  dolt,  fool.  Mr.  Settle  faid,  he  ought  not  to  rail  at  him, 
being  a  minifter  of  the  gofpel.  What,  faid  the  archbifhop’ 
doft  thou  think  much  to  be  called  afs  and  dolt ?  I  have 

*  Ibid.  p.  8co,  8oj. 


I)  MS.  p.  798. 


called 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


CHAP.  VII. 


called  many  of  tliy  betters  fo.  True,  faid  Mr.  Settle ;  but 
the  queftion  is,  how  lawfully  you  have  done  fo?  Then 
faid  the  archbifliop,  thou  {halt  preach  no  more  in  my  dioccfew 
Mr.  Settle  anfwered,  I  am  called  to  preach  the  gofpel,  and 
I  will  not  ceafe  to  do  it.  The  archbifliop  replied  with  a  ftern 
countenance,  Neither  you,  nor  any  one  in  England ,  fhall 
preach  without  my  leave.  He  then  charged  Mr.  Settle  with 
not  obferving  the  order  of  the  fervice-book ;  with  not  ufing 
the  crols  in  baptifm;  with  difallowing  the  baptifm  of  mid¬ 
wives-,  and  not  ufing  the  words  in  marriage,  With  this  ring 
I  thee  wed .  The  Dean  of  Winchejler  afked  him,  if  he  had 
fubfcidbed.  Settle  anfwered,  yes,  as  far  as  the  law  required; 
that  is,  to  the  doftrines  of  faith  and  the  facraments,  but  as 
touching  other  rites  and  ceremonies,  he  neither  could  nor 
would.  Then  faid  the  archbifliop,  thou  (halt  be  fubject  to 
the  ecclefiaflical  authority.  Mr.  Settle  replied,  I  thank  God 
you  can  ufe  no  violence  but  upon  my  poor  body.  So  his 
grace  committed  him  to  the  Gate-houfey  there  to  be  kept 
clofe  prifoner.* 

Sandys  archbifliop  of  York  was  no  lefs  aftive  in  his  pro¬ 
vince;  I  have  many  of  his  examinations  before  me;  he  was 
a  fevere  governor,  hafly  and  paffionate;  but  it  was  faid  in 
excufe  for  him  and  fome  others,  that  the  civilians  by  their 
emiffaries  and  fpies  turned  informers,  and  then  puftied  the 
bifliops  forward,  to  bring  bufmefs  into  the  fpiritual  courts* 

About  this  time  Dr.  Bridges ,  afterwards  bifhop  of  Oxford , 
wrote  againft  the  puritans ,  and  maintained  that  they  were 
not  grievoujly  affl idled ,  unlefs  it  were  caufed  by  their  owti 
deferts .  The  doctor  was  anfwered  by  Mr.  Fenner ,  who 
appealed  to  the  world  in  thefe  words:  “  Is  it  no  grievous 
4C  affli&ion,  by  fufpenfion  to  be  hung  up  between  hope  and 
“  defpair  for  a  year  or  two,  and  in  the  mean  time  to  fee 
cc  the  wages  of  our  labourers  eaten  up  by  loiterers?  Nay, 
<c  our  righteous  fouls  are  vexed  with  feeing  and  hearing 
cc  the  ignorance,  the  profane  fpeeches,  and  evil  examples, 
u  of  thofe  thruft  upon  our  charges,  while  we  ourfelves 
46  are  defamed,  reproached,  fcoffed  at,  and  called  feditious 
w  and  rebellious;  cited,  accufed,  and  indi&ed,  and  yet  no 
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<e  redrefs  to  be  found.  All  this  we  have  patiently  bore, 
though  we  come  daily  to  the  congregations  to  prayers, 
€C  to  baptifms,  and  to  the  facrament,  and  by  our  examples 
cc  and  admonitions  have  kept  away  many  from  excdfes 
“  whereunto  ralhnefs  of  zeal  would  have  carried  them. — 
<c  And  though  to  fuch  as  you  who  fwarm  with  deanries , 
wTith  double  benefices ,  penfions ,  advowfons ,  reverfions ,  &c. 
<c  thefe  moleflations  feem  light;  yet  furely,  upon  every  irre- 
cc  ligious  man’s  complaint  in  fuch  things  as  many  times  are 
incredible,  to  be  fent  for  by  purfuivants ,  to  pay  two-pence 
for  every  mile,  to  find  meffengers,  to  defray  our  own 
66  charges,  and  this  by  fuch  as  can  hardly  with  what  they 
cc  have  clothe  and  feed  themfelves  and  their  families,  it  is 
not  only  grievous,  but  as  far  as  well  can  be  a  very  heart- 
4C  burning.  It  is  grievous  to  a  freeman,  and  to  a  free-mi- 
<£  nifter,  for  a  light  caufe,  as,  for  an  humble  fupplication 
cc  to  her  majefly  and  the  whole  parliament,  and  to  the  fathers 
<c  of  the  church,  to  be  firut  in  clofe  prifon;  or  upon  every 
cc  trifling  complaint,  to  be  brought  into  a  flavifh  fubjeftion 
4C  to  a  commijfary ,  fo  as  at  his  pleafure  to  be  fummoned  into 
C£  the  fpiritual  courts,  and  coming  thither,  to  be  fent  home 
C£  again  at  leaf!:  with  unneceflfary  expences,  mailerlike  an- 
fwers,  yea,  and  fometimes  with  open  revilings.  We  will 
not  juftify  ourfelves  (fays  Mr.  Fenner *)  in  all  things,  but 
C£  acknowledge,  that  when  coming  by  dozens  and  fcores 
c<  before  the  bifhop,  after  half  a  day’s  diforderly  reafoning, 
“  fome  not  being  heard  to  the  full,  fome  railed  on  and  mif- 
“  called,  none  with  lenity  fatisfied,  but  all  fufpended  from 
“  our  office,  becaufe  we  would  not  fubfcribe  his  two  laft 
cc  articles,  there  might  pafs  from  us  fome  infirmities  after- 
“  v/ards;  this  and  many  other  things  we  are  willing  to  im- 
“  pute  to  "ourfelves”. — But  after  all  it  may  be  quefiioned, 
whether  the  hiftory  of  former  ages  can  furnifh  an  example 
of  fo  many  feverities  againfl:  divines  of  one  and  the  fame 
faith,  for  a  few  trifling  ceremonies;  or  of  a  more  peaceable 
and  chriflian  behaviour  under  fufferings. 

Camden  indeed  complains  of  their  difperfing  pamphlets 
againfl  the  church  and  prelates,  in  a  time  of  common  danger, 

•  Anfwer  to  Di\  Bridges,  p.  45,  46, 

when 
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when  the  nation  was  in  arms  againft  the  Spani/h  invafion^ 


but  thefe  pamphlets  were  only  to  fhew,  that  the  danger  of 
the  return  of  popery  (which  all  men  were  now  apprehen- 
five  of)  arofe  from  Hopping  the  mouths  of  tnoie  mmilters, 
who  were  molt  zealous  againft  it.  It  had  been  eafy  at  this 
time  to  have  diftrefled  the  government  and  the  hieiarchy, 
for  the  cry  of  the  people  was  againft  the  bifliops;  but  the 
puritans  both  here  and  in  Scotland  were  more  afraid  of  the 
return  of  popery  than  their  advcrfaries:  thole  in  Scotland 
entered  into  an  alTociation,  to  aflemble  in  arms  at  what  time 
and  place  their  King  fhould  require,  to  affift  the  Queen  of 
England,  againft  the  Spaniards-,  and  their  brethren  m 
London  took  the  opportunity  to  petition  the  Queen  for  the 
liberty  of  their  preachers.)-  “  That  the  people  might  be 
“  better  inftructed  in  the  duties  of  obedience  to  their  civil 
“  governors,  and  not  be  left  a  prey  to  priefts  and  jefuits, 

who  were  no  better  than  traitors  to  her  majefly  and  the 
“  kingdom.  They  allure  her  majefly,  that  the  people  will 
“  give  their  minifters  a  good  maintenance;  that  they  [(the 
«  people]  will  always  pray  for  her  majefly’s  fafety,  and  be 
“  ready  to  part  with  their  goods,  and  pour  out  their  blood 
«  like  water  for  her  preservation,  if  they  may  but  have 
“  the  gofpel.”  But  the  Queen  gave  them  no  anfwer;  the 
whole  reformation  mull  be  hazarded  rather  than  the  puritans 
relieved. 

After  this,  they  applied  to  the  lord-mayor  and  court  of 
aldermen,  befeeching  them  to  addrefs  the  Queen,  to  make 
fome  better  provifion  for  the  city,  and  to  enforce  their  pe¬ 
tition,  they  laid  before  them  a  new  furvey  of  the  miniftry 
of  London,  taken  this  very  year,  with  the  names  of  every 
parifh  prieft  and  curate  fet.  down  againft  his  living  and  cu¬ 
racy,  which  is  now  before  me :  ||  and  it  appears  at  the  foot 
of  "the  account  that  there  were. 


Double  beneficed  men  within  the  city 
Double  beneficed  men  without 


Simple  preachers  (as  the  furvey  calls  them)  — 
Dumb,  or  unpreaching  minifters 


Refident  preachers,  abiding  in  London,  only  — 
y  MS.  p.  838.  fi  MS.  p.  482. 
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With  the  furvey  they  ottered  divers  reafons  to  prevail 
Vot.i  the  court  to  appear  for  them;  as,  Becaufe  the  laws  of 
the  realm  have  provided  very  well  for  a  learned  preaching 
mint  ry;  whereas  by  the  account  above,  it  appears  that 
many  ate  puualifts  and  non-relidents,  others  illiterate 
being  brought  up  to  trades  and  not  to  learning,  and  others 
of  no  very  good  char  after  in  life:  Becaufe  divers  of  the 
principal  preachers  of  this  land  have  of  late  been  put  to 
iilchce .  Lecaule  of  the  prevailing  ignorance  and  impiety 
that  is  among  the  common  people  for  want  of  better  in- 
ltruftion:  And  becaufe  we  now  pay  our  money  and  dues  to 

them  that  do  little  or  nothing  for  it: - But  the  aldermen 

were  afraid  to  interpofe.j- 

Scch  was  the  fcarcity  of  preachers,  and  the  third:  of  the 
people  after  knowledge,  that  the  fufpended  minifters  of 
EJfex  petitioned  the  parliament,  March  8th,  1587,  for  fome 
remedy.  “  Such  (fay  they)  is  the  cry  of  the  people  to  us 
“  day  and  night  for  the  bread  of  life,  that  our  bowels  yearn 
“  within  us;  and  remembering  the  folemn  denunciation  of 
“  the  apoftle,  Woe  be  to  us  if  we  preach  not  the  gofpel,  we 
begin  to  think  it  our  duty  to  preach  to  our  people  as  we 
have  opportunity,  notwithstanding  our  fufpenfion ,  and  to 
commit  our  lives  and  whole  eftates  to  Almighty  God, 
as  to  a  faithful  creator;  and  under  God  to  the  gracious 
“  clemency  of  the  Queen,  and  of  this  honourable  "houfe.” 
Many  fufpended  preachers  came  out  of  the  countries,  and 
took  fhelter  in  the  city.  But  to  prevent  as  much  as  poffible 
their  getting  into  any  of  the  pulpits  of  London,  the  follow¬ 
ing  commiffion  was  lent  to  all  the  minifters  and  churchwar¬ 
dens  of  the  city. 


C£ 


cc 


“  WHEREAS  fundry  preachers  have  lately  come  into 
“  the  city  of  London,  and  fuburbs  of  the  fame;  fome  of 
“  them  not  being  minifters,  others  fuch  as  have  no  fufficient 
“  warrant  for  their  calling,  and  others  fuch  as  have  been 
“  detected  in  other  countries,  and  have  notwithftanding  in 
“  the  city  taken  upon  them  to  preach  publickly,  to  the  in- 
“  faiuy  of  their  calling;  others  have  in  their  preaching 

f  MS.  p.  839. 
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a  r,tilcr  {\irred  up  the  people  to  innovation ,  than  fought  the 
«  peace  of  the  church.  Thefe  are  therefore  in  her  majefty’s 
«  name  by  virtue  of  her  high  commiffion  for  caufes  eccle- 
“  fraflical  to  us  and  others  directed,  ftraightly  to  enjoin, 
«  command,  and  charge  all  parfons,  vicars,  curates  and 
«  churchwardens,  of  all  churches  in  the  city  of  London, 
«  jmd  the  fuburbs  thereof,  as  well  in  places  c  xempt  as  not 
«  exempt,  that  they  nor  any  of  them  do  fuller  any  to  preach 
«  p]  their  churches,  or  to  read  any  lectin  es,  tiiey  not  being 
. c  iti  their  own  cures,  but  only  fuch  whofe  licences  tLv.y  fliali 
“  firlt  have  feen  and  read,  and  whom  they  fhail  find  to  be 
«  licenfed  thereto,  either  by  the  Queen's  majelty,  or  by 
“  one  of  the  univerfities  of  Cambridge  or  Oxford ,  or  by 
“  the  lord  archbifliop  of  Canterbury ,  or  the  bifhop  of  Lon- 
“  don  for  the  time  being,  under  feal. 

«  And  that  this  may  be  publifhed  and  take  the  better 
“  effeft,  we  will  that  a  true  copy  thereof  fhail  be  taken  and 
«  delivered  to  every  curate  and  churchwarden  of  every  of 
“  the  churches  aforefaid.  The  16th  day  of  Auguft,  1 5S7/QI 

Subfcribed, 

John  Canterbury , 
John  London . 

VaL  Dale , 

Edward  Stanhope 9 


Under  all  thefe  difeouragements  the  puritans  kept  clofe 
together,  hoping  one  time  or  other  that  providence  would 
make  way  for  their  relief.  They  maintained  their  claps 
and  apeiations ,  wherein  they  agreed  upon  certain  general 
rules  for  their  behaviour:  One  was,  that  they  fhould  endea¬ 
vour  in  their  preaching  and  converlation  to  wipe  off  tire 
calumny  of  fchifm ,  forafmuch  as  the  brethren  communi¬ 
cated  with  the  church  in  the  word  and  facraments,  and 
in  all  other  things,  except  their  corruptions;  and  that  they 
affirmed  no  authority  to  thcmfelves,§  of  compelling  others 


||  MS.  p.  835. 

§  There  was,  as  Bifhop  Warburtan  hints,  an  impropriety  in  disclaiming 
the  ufe  of  authority,  when  being  a  fmall  and  opprdfed  party,  no  autho;  i  f 
from  the  date  was  inveded  in  them.  Ed. 


to 
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to  obferve  their  decrees.  In  their  provincial  fynod  held 
at  Warwick,  June  4th,  1588,  it  was  agreed,  that  it  was 
not  lawful  to  baptize  in  private;  nor  fuffieient  for  a  minifter 
to  lead  homilies  in  churches;  nor  lawful  to  ufe  the  crofs 
in  baptifm.  1  hey  agreed  further,  that  they  were  not  ob¬ 
liged  to  reft  in  the  bifhops5  deprivation,  nor  to  appear  in 
theii  courts,  without  a  protcftation  of  their  unlawfulnefs. 
In  another  fynod  it  was  determined,  that  110  man  fhould  take 
upon  him  a  vague  or  wandering 4  miniftry;  that  they  who 
take  upon  them  a  cure  of  fouls  fhould  be  called  by  the 
church  whom  they  are  to  ferve,  and  be  approved  by  the 
claffes,  or  feme  greater  affembly,  and  if  by  them  they  are 
found  meet,  they  are  to  be  recommended  to  the  hifhop  for 
ordination,  if  it  might  be  obtained  without  fubferibing  the 
book  of  common  prayer. \  It  was  further  agreed,  how  much 
of  the  common '  prayer  might  be  lawfully  read  for  the  pre¬ 
ferring  their  miniftry ;  and  how  far  they  might  exercife  their 
difeipline  without  the  civil  magiftrate.  In  another  provin¬ 
cial  fynod  about  Michaelmas ,  it  was  agreed,  that  the  oppref- 
fions  offered  to  others,  and  efpecially  to  the  minifters,  by 
the  bifhops  and  their  officials  in  their  ipiritual  courts,  fhould 
be  collefted  and  regiftered  :  If  this  had  been  preferved  entire, 
more  of  the  fufterings  of  thefe  great  and  good  men  would 
have  appeared,  and  many  works  of  darknefs,  oppreffion, 
and  cruelty,  would  have  been  brought  to  light,  which  now 
xnuft  be  concealed  till  the  day  of  judgment." 

1  he  danger  with  which  the  nation  was  threatened  from  a 
foreign  invafion,  gave  a  little  check  to  the  zeal  of  the  bifhops 
againft  the  puritans  for  the  prefent;  however,  this  year  Mr. 
Cawdery ,  minifter  of  South  Luffingham,  was  fufpended,  im- 
prifoned,  and  deprived  by  the  bifhop  of  London ;§  he  had 
a  wife  and  feven  children,  which  were  caft  upon  providence; 
but  this  divine  gave  his  lordfliip  fome  farther  trouble,  as 
will  be  feen  hereafter. - -Mr.  Wilfon ,  who  had  been  fuf¬ 

pended  fome  time  before,  moved  for  a  releafe  in  the  bifhop’s 
court;  but  becaufe  he  refufed  to  fubferibe,  his  fufpenfion 
was  continued,  and  himfelf  treated  by  the  civilians  with 
great  inhumanity. 

f  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  291.  <§  MS.  p.  825. 
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Mr.  Arthur  Hilderjham ,  whom  Mr.  Fuller  reprefents  as 
a  heavenly  divine,  being  at  this  time  fellow  of  Trinity  col¬ 
lege,  Cambridge ,  was  fufpended  by  the  com nijffi oners ,  for 
preaching  occalionally  before  he  had  taken  oidei and  ob- 
liged  to  fign  the  following  recantation ;*  “  I  confefs  that  1 
“\ave  raihly  and  indifcreetly  taken  upon  me  to  preach,  not 
“  being  licenfed,  nor  admitted  into  holy  orders,  contrary  to 

the  orders  of  the  church  of  England ,  contrary  to  the 
“  example  of  all  antiquity,  and  contrary  to  the  direction  ot 
“  the  apoftle  in  the  Ads;  whereby  I  have  given  great  and 
“  juft  offence  to  many;  and  the  more,  becaufe  I  have  uttered 
“  m  my  fermons  certain  impertinent,  and  very  unfit  fpeeches 
cc  for  the  auditory,  as  moving  their  minds  to  difcontent  with 
“  the  ftate,  rather  than  tending  to  godly  edification:  tor 
66  which  my  prefumption  and  indiferetion  I  am  very  heartily 
“  forry,  and  defire  you  to  bear  witnefs  of  this  my  con- 
“  fefiion ,  and  acknowledging  my  faid  offences.5’  This  re¬ 
cantation  was  by  the  archbifhop’s  appointment  to  be  uttered 
in  Trinity-hall  chapel,  before  Eajler.  In  the  mean  while 
he  was  fufpended  from  the  profits  of  his  fellowfhip,  and 
flood  bound  to  appear  before  the  commiflioners  the  firft 
court-day  of  Eajler  term,  if  he  did  not  before  that  time 
recant.  Whether  Mr.  Hilderjham  recanted  I  am  not  certain, 
but  Sept.  14,  1587,  he  left  the  univerfity,  and  fettled  at 
AJhby  de  la  Zouch  in  Leicejlerjhire ,  where  he  continued  a 
deep  fufferer  for  non-conformity  forty-three  years,  having 
been  fufpended  and  put  to  filence  by  the  high  commiflion 
no  lefs  than  four  times,  and  continued  under  that  hardfhip 
aimoft  twenty  years. 

This  year  put  an  end  to  the  life  of  the  famous  martyro- 
logift  John  Fox,  a  perfon  of  indefatigable  labour  and  in- 
cluftry,  and  an  exile  for  religion  in  Queen  Mary’s  days;  he 
fpent  all  his  time  abroad  in  compiling  the  afts  and  monu¬ 
ments  of  the  church  of  England ,  which  were  publiihed  firft 
in  Latin ,  and  afterwards,  when  he  returned  to  his  native 
country,  in  Englifh ,  with  enlargements;  vaft  was  the  pains 
he  took  in  fearching  records,  and  collecting  materials  for 
this  work;  and  fuch  was  its  efteem,  that  it  was  ordered  to 

0 

*  Fuller,  b.  ix.  p.  642. 
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be  fet  up  in  all  the  parilh  churches  in  England .  Mr.  Fox 
was  born  at  Bojlon  in  Lincolnjhire,  1517.  educated  in  Brazen 
No/e  college,  Oxon,  where  he  proceeded  M.  A.  in  the  year 
1 543-  He  afterwards  tutor  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk’s 
children,  who  in  the  days  oi  Queen  LI. ary  conveyed  him 
privately  out  of  the  kingdom.  He  was  a  moft  learned, 
pious,  and  judicious  divine,  of  a  catholick  fpirit,  and 
againft  all  methods  of  feverity  in  religion.  But  he  was 
Shamefully  neglefted  for  fome  years,  becaufe  he  was  a  non - 
conform/,  and  refilled  to  fubferibe  the  canons  and  ceremo¬ 
nies;  nor  did  he  get  any  higher  preferment  in  the  church 
than  a  prebend  of  Salijbury ,  though  the  Queen  ufed  to  call 
him  father ,  and  profeffed  a  high  veneration  for  him;  as  in¬ 
deed  he  deferved.  He  died  in  London  in  the  70th  year  of 
his  age,  and  lies  buried  in  Cripplegate  church,  where  his 
monument  is  hill  to  be  feen,  againft  the  fouth  wall  of  the 
chancel,  with  a  flat  marble  ftone  over  his  remains. 

It  has  been  obferved,  that  our  firft  reformers  admitted 
only  two  orders  of  church  officers  to  be  of  divine  appoint¬ 
ment,  viz.  bifhops  and  deacons ,  a  preibyter  and  bifhop  ac¬ 
cording  to  them  being  twro  names  for  the  fame  office;  but 
Dr.  Bancroft  the  archbifhop’s  chaplain,  in  afermon  at  Paul’s 
Crofs ,  Jan.  12,  1588,  maintained,  that  the  bfhops  of  Eng - 
land  wrere  a  diftinft  order  from  priejls ,  and  had  fuperiority 
ever  them  jure  diving,  and  diredtly  from  God .  He  af¬ 
firmed  this  to  be  God’s  owm  appointment,  though  not  by 
exprefs  words,  yet  by  neceffary  confequence;  and  that  the 
denial  of  it  was  herefy .  The  doctor  confeffed,  that  Aerius 
had  maintained,  there  was  no  difference  between  a  prie/t 
and  a  bifop ;  but  that  Epiphanius  had  pronounced  his  aflfer- 
tiop full  of  folly;  and  that  it  had  been  condemned  as  herefy 
by  the  general  council  of  the  church;  that  Marti?!  and 
his  companions  had  maintained  the  fame  opinion;  but  that 
St.  Hierom  and  Calvin  had  confeffed,  that  bifhops  have  had 
fuperiority  over  prefbyters,  ever  fmee  the  times  of  St.  Mark 
the  evangelift.  This  was  new  and  ftrange  doftrine  to  the 
churchmen  of  thefe  times.  It  had  been  always  faid,  that 
the  fuperiority  of  the  order  of  bifhops  above  prefbyters  had 
been  a  politick  human  appointment ,  for  the  more  orderly 
government  of  the  churchy  begun  about  the  third  or  fourth 

century : 
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century;  but  Bancroft  was  one  of  the  fir  A,  who  by  the  ! 

archbilhop’s  direftions  advanced  it  into  a  divine  right.-)-  f 

His  fermon  gave  offence  to  many  of  the  clergy  and  to  all 


the  friends  of  the  puritans  about  the  court,  who  would 
have  brought  the  preacher  into  a  praemunire ,  for  faying,  that 
any  fubjeft  of  this  realm  hath  fuperiority  over  the  perfons 
of  the  clergy,  otherwife  than  from  and  by  her  majefly’s 
authority.  But  the  doftor  retorted  this  argument  upon  the 
difeiplinarians ,  and  added,  that  it  was  no  better  than  a  fo- 
phifm,  becaufe  the  prince’s  authority  may,  and  very  often 
does  confirm  and  corroborate  that  which  is  primarily  from 
the  laws  of  God.  Sir  Francis  Knollys ,  who  had  this  affair 
at  heart,  told  the  archbifhop  that  Bancroft's  affertion  was 
contrary  to  the  command  of  Chrift ,  who  condemned  all  fupe¬ 
riority  among  the  apoflles.  “  I  do  not  deny  (fays  he)  that 
46  bifliops  may  have  lordly  authority  and  dignity ,  provided 
“  they  claim  it  not  from  an  higher  authority  than  her  ma- 
cc  jetty’s  grant.  If  the  bifliops  are  not  under-governors  to 
“  her  majefly  of  the  clergy,  but  fuperior-governors  over 
44  their  brethren  by  God's  ordinance ,  [i.  e.  Jure  Divino ] 
44  it  will  then  follow  that  her  majefly  is  not  fupreme  governor 
“  over  her  clergy.”  The  fame  gentleman,  not  relying  upon 
his  own  judgment,  wrote  to  the  learned  Dr.  Reynolds  of 
Oxford ,  for  his  opinion  of  Bancroft's  doftrine,  which  he 
gave  him  in  a  letter  now  before  me.* 


- “  Though  Epiphanius  fays,  that  Aerius’ s  affertion  is  full  of  folly, 

he  does  not  difprove  his  reafons  from  feripture;  nay,  his  arguments  arc 
“  fo  weak,  that  even  Bellarmine  confeffes  they  are  not  agreeable  to  the 
“  text.  As  for  the  general  confent  of  the  church,  which,  the  doftor  fays, 
“  condemned  Arius* s  opinion  for  herefy,  what  proof  does  he  brino-  for  it? 
“It  appears  (he  fays)  in  Epiphanius ;  but  I  fay  it  does  not;°andthe 
“  contrary  appears  by  St.  Jerom,  and  fundry  others  who  lived  about  the 
“  fame  time.  I  grant  that  St.  AuJHn ,  in  his  book  of  herefies,  aferibes  this  to 
Aerius  for  one,  that  he  find  there  ought  to  he  no  difference  betavecn  a priejl 
“  and  a  hijhop ,  becaufe  this  was  to  condemn  the  church’s  order ,  and  to 
“  make  a  fchifm  therein.  But  it  is  a  quite  different  thing  to  fay,  that  by 
the  word  of  God  there  is  a  difference  between  them ,  and  to  fay  that  it  is 
t(  by  the  order  and  custom  of  the  church;  which  is  all  that  St. 
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We  {hall  meet  with  this  controverfy  again  hereafter _ 

Whitgift  faid,  the  doctor's  fermon  had  done  much  a0od, 
though  he  hunfclf  rather  wiflted  than  believed  it  to  be  truet 
It  was  new  doUrhe  at  this  time.  Moft  of  the  clergy  who 

approved 

“  to  prove  the  opinion  of  bifhops  and  priefts  being  of  the  fame  order  to 
“  be  herefy;  our  learned  Bifhop  Jewel  cited  to  the  contrary  Chryfoftom 
“  Jerom,  Ambrofe ,  and  St.  Auftin  himfelf,  and  concluded  his  anfwer  with 
“  thefe  words:  All  tbe/e  and  other  more  holy  fathers ,  together  -with  the 
“  apoftle  Paul,  for  thus  faying ,  by  Harding’s  advice,  mu  ft  he  held  for 
“  hereticks .  Michael  Medina ,  a  man  of  great  account  in  the  council  of 
“  Trent,  adds  to  the  forementioned  teftimonies,  Theodoras ,  Primarius , 
“  Sedulius ,  Theophylad,  with  whom  agree  Oecumenius  the  Greek  fcholiaft’ 
Anjeltn  archbifhop  of  Canterbury ,  Gregory ,  and  Gratian;  and  after  them 
"  how  many  i  It  being  once  inrolled  in  the  canon  law  for  catholick  doc- 
“  trine,  and  thereupon  taught  by  learned  men. 

“  Befides,  all  that  have  laboured  in  reforming  the  ehurch  for  500  years 
“  have  taught,,  that  all  pallors,  be  they  entitled  bijhops  or  priefts ,  have 
“  equal  authority  and  power  by  God's  word;  as  firft  the  Waldenfes ,  next 
"  Mar  fir  us  Patavinus ,  then  Wickliffe  and  his  fcholars,  afterwards  Huft'e 
“  and  the  Hujftes ;  and  laft  of  all,  Luther ,  Calvin ,  Brentius ,  Ballinger , 
“  and  Muf cuius.  Among  ourfelves  we  have  bijhops ,  the  Queen’s  profejfors 
“  of  divinity  in  our  univerfities,  and  other  learned  men  confenting  herein, 
“  as  Bradj'ord,  Lambert ,  Jewel,  Pilkington,  Humphreys ,  &c.  But 

“  what  do  I  fpeak  of  particular  perfons?  It  is  the  common  judgment  of 
“  the  reformed  churches  of  Helvetia ,  Savoy ,  France ,  Scotland,  Germany , 
**  Hungary,  Poland ,  the  Countries ,  and  our  own.  I  hope  Dr.  ifo#- 
M  rro//  will  not  fay,  that  all  thefe  have  approved  that  for  found  do&rine 
"  which  was  condemned  by  the  general  confent  of  the  whole  church  for 
“  herefy,  in  a  moll  flourifhing  time;  I  hope  he  will  acknowledge  that  he 
f<  was  overfeen,  when  he  avouched  the  fuperiority  which  bifhops  have 
among  us  over  the  clergy  to  be  God’s  own  ordinance. 

“  As  for  the  doctor’s  faying  that  St.  Jerom ,  and  Calvin  from  him,  con- 
“  felled  that  bifhops  have  had  the  fame  fuperioritv  ever  fince  the  time  of 
<c  Saint  Mark  the  evangelift,  1  think  him  miftaken,  becaufe  neither  Jerom 
“  fays  it,  nor  does  Calvin  feem  to  confefs  it  on  his  report;  for  bifhops 
“  among  us  may  do  fundry  other  things,  befides  ordaining  and  laying  on 
“  of  hands,  which  inferior  miniflers  or  priefts  may  not;  whereas  St.  Jerom 
f(  fay*;,  IT  hat  does  a  bijhop  except  ordination  -which  a  priejl  does  not P 
“  meaning,  that  in  his  time-  bijhops  had  only  that  power  above  priefts  ; 

44  which  Chrvfoftom  alfo  witneftes  in  Homily  xi.  on  1  Timothy.  Nor  had 
<c  they  this  privilege  alone  in  all  places,  for  in  the  council  of  Carthage  it 
“  is  laid,  that  the  priejl s  laid  their  hands  together  vsith  the  bijhop’ s  on 
t(  thoj'e  -who  -were  ordained.  And  St.  Jeroin  having  proved  by  fcripture, 

“  that  in  the  apoftles  time  bifhops  and  priefts  were  all  one,  yet  granteth 
that  afterwards  bifhops  had  that  peculiar  to  themfelves  fomewhere,  but 
“  nothing  elfe ;  fo  that  St.  Jerom  does  not  fay  concerning  the  fuperiority 
*'*  in  queftion,  that  bifhops  have  had  it  even  fince  St,  Mart’s  time. 

“  Nor 
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approved  the  fuperiority  of  the  epifcopal  order,  were  againft 
the  divine  right-,  but  the  hilltops  in  the  next  age  revived 
the  debate,  and  carried  their  pretenfions  fo  high,  as  to  fub- 
vert  the  very  foundations  upon  which  they  built. 

The  Queen  having  fuffered  Mary  Queen  of  Scots  to  be 
beheaded  at  Fotheringay  callle,  Feb.  1587-8,  all  the  Roman 
catholick  princes  were  alarmed,  and  threatened  revenge; 
among  others,  the  Spaniards  hailed  their  invincible  armada , 
to  reduce  England  to  the  catholick  faith,  which  had  been 
three  years  preparing  at  a  prodigious  expence:  The  fleet 
was  well  manned,  and  furnilhed  with  llrange  inllruments  of 
torture  for  the  Englijh  hereticks;  they  came  through  the 
channel  like  fo  many  floating  caflles,  being  to  take  in  a  land 
army  from  the  Low  Countries ;  but  partly  by  llorms,  and  partly 
by  the  valour  and  wife  conduct  of  the  Queen’s  admirals  and 
fea  captains,  the  whole  fleet  was  burnt  and  dellroyed,  fo  that 
not  a  Spaniard  fet  foot  upon  Englijh  ground;  nor  was  there 
a  Ihip  left  entire  to  carry  the  news  back  to  Spain.  The 
Queen  ordered  the  coalls  to  be  well  guarded,  and  raifed  a 
land  army,  which  Ihe  animated  by  appearing  at  the  head  of 
them.  A  terror  was  fpread  through  the  whole  nation  by 
reports  of  the  engines  of  cruelty  that  were  aboard  the  fleet ; 
their  barbarous  ufage  of  the  poor  proteflants  in  the  Low 
Countries  under  the  Duke  D' Alva  was  remembered,  as  well 
as  their  bloody  maflacres  of  the  poor  Indians  in  America  ; 
But  the  ftorm  blew  over;  and  by  the  blefling  of  God  upon 
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“  Nor  does  Calvin  confefs  it;  he  fays,  that  in  old  time  minifters  chofe 
one  out  of  their  company  in  every  city,  to  whom  they  gave  the  title 
of  bijhop ;  yet  the  bifhop  was  not  above  them  in  honour  and  dignity 
but,  as  confuls  in  the  fenate,  propofe  matters,  afk  their  opinions,  direft 
others  by  giving  advice,  by  admonifhing,  by  exhorting,  and  fo  guide 
the  whole  aftion,  and  by  their  authority  fee 'that  performed  which  was 
agreed  on  by  common  confent;  the  fame  charge  had  the  bifiot  in  the 
affembly  of  minifters;  and  having  (hewed  from  St.  Jerom,  that  this  was 
brought  in  by  confent  of  men,  he  adds,  that  it  Was  an  ancient  order 

v  1  jC^U^  CVen  ^r0m  St*  Mart  •,  from  whence  it  is  apparent,  that 
the  order  of  the  church  he  mentions,  has  relation  to  that  above  defcribed 
in  which  he  affirms,  that  the  bijhop  --was  not  fo  above  the  reft  in  honour 
as  to  have  rule  over  them.  It  follows  therefore,  that  Calvin  does  not 
fo  much  as  feem  to  confefs  of  St.  Jerom's  report,  that  ever  (ince  St. 
Mark  s  time  bilhops  have  had  a  ruling  fuperiority  over  the  clergy  ” 

F  f  *  '  the 
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the  Queen’s  arms  the  nation  was  foon  reftored  to  its  former 
tranquillity. 

The  following  winter  the  Queen  fummoned  a  parliament  to 
meet  [Feb.  4th,  1 588 ]  in  order  to  defray  the  extraordinary 
expences  of  the  year,  and  make  fome  new  laws  againft  the 
papifts.  The  puritans  having  expreflfed  their  zeal  for  the 
Queen  and  the  proteftant  religion,  by  lifting  in  her  army 
and  navy,  thought  it  advifeable  once  more  to  addrefs  the 
houfes  for  fome  favour  in  point  of  fubfcription .  Upon  the 
delivery  of  the  petition,  one  of  the  members  ftood  up  and 
moved,  that  an  enquiry  might  be  made,  how  far  the  bilhops 
had  exceeded  the  laws  in  the  profecution  of  her  majefty’s 
proteftant  fubjefts.  Another  moved,  for  reviving  the  bill 
againft  pluralities  and  non-refidents,  which  was  brought  in, 
and  having  palled  the  commons  was  fent  up  to  the  lords. — 
This  alarmed  the  convocation,  who  addreffed  the  Queen 
to  protect  the  church ;  and  having  flattered  her  with  the  title 
of  a  goddefs ,  0  dea  certe!  they  tell  her,  “  That  the  palling 
“  of  "the  bill  will  be  attended  with  the  decay  of  learning, 
“  and  the  fpoiling  of  their  livings;  that  it  will  take  away 
“  the  fet  forms  of  prayer  in  the  church,  and  bring  in 
“  confufion  and  barbarifm.  They  put  her  in  mind,  how 
u  dangerous  innovations  are  in  a  fettled  ftate;  and  add,  that 
all  tire  reformed  churches  in  Europe  cannot  compare  with 
England  in  the  number  of  learned  minifters.  We  there¬ 
fore,  (fay  they)  not  as  directors,  but  as  humble  remem¬ 
brancers,  befeech  your  highnefs’s  favourable  beholding 
of  our  prefent  ftate,  and  not  to  fuffer  the  bill  againft  plu¬ 
ralities  to  pafsd’f  Hereupon  the  Queen  forbad  the 
Houfe  of  Lords  to  proceed,  and  fent  for  thofe  members  of 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  into  cuftody  who  had  dared  to  break 
through  her  orders,  of  not  meddling  with  affairs  of  religion 
without  her  fpecial  allowance;  which  put  an  end  to  all  ex¬ 
pectations  of  relief  for  the  prefent. 

This  year  died  the  reverend  and  learned  Mr.  Thomas 
Sampfon ,  of  whom  mention  has  been  made  already;  he  was 
born  about  the  year  1^17?  and  educated  at  Oxford ;  he  aftei- 
wards  ftudied  at  the  Temple^  and  was  a  means  of  converting 
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the  famous  martyr  John  Bradford  to  the  proteftant  religion; 
he  took  orders  from  archbifhop  Cranmer  and  Ridley  in  the 
year  1549,  (who  difpenfed  with  the  habits  at  his  requeft) 
and  became  reftor  of  Allhallows ,  Bread-Jlreet :  He  was  a 
famous  preacher  in  the  reign  of  King  Edward ;  but  upon 
the  acceffion  of  Queen  Mary  he  fled  to  Strajburgh ,§  and 
was  highly  efteemed  by  the  learned  Tre  melius.  When 
Queen  Elizabeth  came  to  the  crown  fhe  offered  him  the 
bmioprick  of  Norwich ,  which  he  refufed  for  no  other 
reafon,  but  becaufe  he  could  not  conform  to  the  habits  and 
ceremonies.  In  the  year  1561,  he  was  inftalled  dean  of 
Chrifi  church,  Oxon\  but  foon  after,  in  the  year  1564,  was 
deprived  by  fentence  of  Archbifhop  Parker  for  non-con¬ 
formity.  He  afterwards  contented  himfelf  with  the  mafter- 
fliip  of  an  hofpital  in  Leicefter ,  where  he  fpent  the  remainder 
of  his  days  in  peace.  He  was  feized  with  the  dead  palfy 
on  one  fide  many  years  before  he  died;  but  continued  preach¬ 
ing  and  writing  to  the  laft,  and  was  in  high  effeem  over 
all  England  for  his  learning,  piety,  and  zeal  for  the  pro¬ 
teftant  religion.  He  died  at  his  hofpital  with  great  tran¬ 
quillity  and  comfort  in  his  non-conformity,  the  latter  end 
of  March  or  the  beginning  of  April  1588-9,  in  the  7 2d 
year  of  his  age.* 

Soon  after  him  died  the  very  learned  Dr.  Lawrence  Hum¬ 
phrey  j,  a  great  friend  and  companion  of  Sampfon’s;  he  was 
born  at  Newport-P agnel  in  Buckinghamfhire ,  and  educated 
in  Magdalen  college,  Oxon ,  of  which  he  was  perpetual 
fellow.  In  the  reign  of  Queen  Mary  he  obtained  leave  to 
travel,  and  continued  at  Zurich  till  Queen  Elizabeth’s,  ac- 
ceflion,  when  he  was  made  Queen’s  profeflor  in  divinity ; 
he  was  afterwards  prefident  of  Magdalen  college,  and  dean 
of  Glocejler ,  which  was  the  higheft  preferment  he  could 
obtain,  becaufe  he  was  a  non-conformift  from  the  ceremonies 
of  the  church .  The  Oxford  hiftorian  fays,  he  was  a  moderate 
and  confcientious  non-conformift,  and  flocked  his  college 

§  The  particular  caufe  of  his  leaving  the  kingdom  was  a  difcovery, 
that  he  was  concerned  with  Richard ,  a  zealous  proteftant,  in  collecting 
money  in  the  city  of  London ,  for  the  ufe  of  poor  fcholars  in  the  univerfi- 
ties  who  had  imbibed  the  reformed  do&rines.  Britifh  Biography,  vol.  iii, 
p.  20.  the  note.  Ed.  *  Wood’s  Ath.  Ox.  vol.  i.  p.  192 
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with  a  generation  of  that  fort  of  men  that  could  not  be 
rooted  out  in  many  years:  He  was  certainly  a  drift  calvinift , 
and  a  bitter  enemy  of  the  papids;  he  was  a  great  and  ge- 
neral  fcholar,  an  able  linguid,  and  a  deeper  divine  than 
mod  of  his  age:  He  published  many  learned  works,  and  at 
length  died  in  his  college,  in  the  63d year  of  his  age,  1589, 
having  had  the  honour  to  fee  many  of  his  pupils  bidrops, 
while  he  who  was  every  way  their  fuperior  was  denied  pre-* 
ferment  for  his  puritanical  principles. 

To  thefe  we  may  add  the  venerable  Edwin  Sandy s , 
archbidrop  of  York,  an  excellent  and  frequent  preacher  in 
his  younger  days,  and  an  exile  for  religion  in  Queen  Mary's 
reign.  He  was  afterwards  fuccedively  bidrop  of  Worcejier , 
London  and  York ,  and  a  zealous  defender  of  the  laws  againd 
non-conformids  of  all  forts;  when  arguments  failed  he  would 
earnedly  implore  the  fecular  arm ;  though  he  had  no  great 
opinion  either  of  the  difcipline  or  ceremonies  of  the  church, 
as  appears  by  his  lad  will  and  tedament,  in  which  are  thefe 
remarkable  expredions:  “  I  am  perfuaded  that  the  rites  and 
“  ceremonies  by  political  inditution  appointed  in  the  church, 
“  are  not  ungodly  nor  unlawful,  but  may  for  order  and  obe- 
“  dience  fake  be  ufed  by  a  good  chridian — But  I  am  now ,  and 
xc  ever  have  been  perfuaded ,  that  fome  of  thefe  rites  and  cere - 
<c  ?nonies  are  not  expedient  for  this  church  now ;  but  that  in 
u  the  church  reformed ,  and  in  all  this  tune  of  the  gofpel,  they 
<c  may  better  be  difufed  by  little  and  little ,  than  more  and  more 
“  urged.”*  Such  a  tedimony,  from  the  dying  lips  of  one 
who  had  been  a  fevere  perfecutor  of  honed  men,  for  thing$ 
which  he  always  thought  had  better  be  difufed  than  urged, 
deferves  to  be  remembered.  He  died§  in  the  month  of  July, 


♦  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  287. 

§  Bifliop  Sandy s  was  one  of  the  tranflators  of  the  Bible  in  this  reign,  and 
the  author  of  a  volume  of  fermons  efteemed  fuperior  to  any  of  his  contem¬ 
poraries.  .  The  words  of  his  la#  will,  quoted  above,  agree  with  his  former 
declaration  to  Bifhop  Parker ,  produced  by  our  author,  p.  173.  But  his  treat¬ 
ment  of  the  puritans  was  a  contradiction  to  both ;  and  is  one  proof  among# 
tlie  feveral  inltances  furnifhed  by  thefe  times,  of  the  influence  of  preferment 
and  profperity  in  corrupting  the  human  mind,  or  blinding  the  judgement. 
For,  in  the  fame  will,  he  entered  his  ferious  prote#  again#  the  platforms 
offered  by  the  puritans.  See  Maddox’s  Vindication,  p.  352.  Ed. 


CHAP.  VII. 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


439 

1 588,  in  the  69th  year  of  his  age,  and  was  buried  in  the 
collegiate  church  of  Southwell,  where  there  is  a  monument 
erected  to  his  memory,  with  his  own  effigies  on  the  top, 
and  a  Great  number  of  his  children  kneeling  round  the  fides 
of  it. 


C  H  A  P.  VIII. 

From  the  Spanish  Invasion  to  the  Death  of  Sfieen 

Elizabeth. 

WHILE  there  was  any  hopes  of  compromifing  matters 
between  the  church  and  puritans,  the  controverfy 
was  carried  on  with  fome  decency;  but  when  all  hopes  of 
accommodation  were  at  an  end,  the  contending  parties  loaded 
each  other  with  the  heaviefl  reproaches.  The  publick  print¬ 
ing  prejfes  being  ffiut  again!!  the  puritans,  fome  of  them 
purchafed  a  private  one,  and  carried  it  from  one  country  to 
another  to  prevent  difcovery :  It  was  firft  fet  up  at  Mouldfey 
in  Surrey,  near  Kingston  on  Thames-,  from  thence  it  was 
conveyed  to  Fawjley  in  Northamptonjhire;  from  thence  to 
Norton,  from  thence  to  Coventry,  from  Coventry  to  Wool/lon 
in  Warwickjhire,  and  from  thence  to  Manchejler  in  Lan- 
cajhire,  where  it  was  difcovered.  Sundry  kttirical  pamphlets 
were  printed  by  this  prefs,  and  difperfed  all  over  the  king- 
dom;  as,  . 

Martin  Mar -Prelate-,  written,  as  is  fuppofed,  by  a  club 
of  feparatills,  for  the  authors  were  never  difcovered:  It  is 
a  violent  fatire  again!!  the  hierarchy  and  all  its  fupporters; 
it  calls  the  lord  bilhops  petty  antichrijls,  petty  popes,  proud 
prelates ,  enemies  to  the  gofpel,  and  moll  covetous  wretched 
priejls. — It  fays,  “  That  the  Lord  has  given  many  of  our 
“  bilhops  over  to  a  reprobate  fenfe,  becaufe  they  wilfully 
“  oppofe  and  perfecute  the  truth;  and  fuppofes  them  to 
“  have  committed  the  unpardonable  fin,  becaufe  they  have 
“  manifefled  in  their  publick  writings,  &c.  mol!  blafphemous 
“  and  damnable  doctrines.”  The  author  then  addreffes 

himfelf 
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himfelf  to  the  clergy  who  had  fubfcribed,  and  who  were 
for  preffing  lubfcription  upon  others,  in  fuch  punning  Ian- 
guage  as  this,  c  Right  puiifant  and  terrible  priefts,  my  clergy 
mafters  of  the  confocation  or  confpir ation  houfe,  whether 
fickers  J^vicars^]  paltripolitans ,  or  others  of  the  holy  league 
“  of  fubfcription.  Right  poifoned,  perfecuting  and  terrible 
priefts;  my  homed  mafters,  your  government  is  anti- 
“  chriftian,  your  caufe  is  defperate,  your  grounds  are  ridi- 
“  culous — Martin  underftands  all  your  knavery;  you  are 
“  intolerable  withftanders  of  reformation,  enemies  of  the 
“  gofpel,  and  moft  covetous,  wretched,  and  popilh  priefts, 
“  There  are  a  great  many  fad  truths  in  the  book, 

but  delivered  in  rude  and  unbecoming  language,  and  with  a 
bitter  angry  fpirit. 

The  titles  of  the  reft  were, 

Thefes  Martinianoe;  i.  e.  certain  demonftrative  conclufions 
fet  down  and  collected  by  Martin  Mar-Prelate  the  great , 
ferving  as  a  manifeft  and  fufficient  confutation  of  all  that 
ever  the  college  of  Cater  Caps ,  with  their  whole  band  of 
clergy  priejls ,  have  or  can  bring  for  the  defence  of  their  am¬ 
bitious  and  antichriftian  prelacy.  Publilhed  by  Martin 
junior,  1589,  in  o&avo,  and  dedicated  to  John  Kankerbury 
[i-  e.  Canterbury .]  The  author  of  this  tells  the  bilhops, 
that  he  would  plant  young  martins  in  every  diocefe  and  parifh, 
who  fliould  watch  the  behaviour  of  the  clergy,  that  when 
any  thing  was  done  amifs  it  might  be  made  publick, 

Protejlation  of  Martin  Mar-Prelate-,  wherein,  notwith- 
ft mding  the  furprifing  of  the  printer,  he  maketh  it  known 
to  the  world,  that  he  feareth  neither  proud  prieft,  anti¬ 
chriftian  pope,  tyrannous  prelate,  nor  godlefs  cater  cap,  &c. 
Printed  1589.  Octavo. 

His  appellation  to  the  high  court  of  parliament  from  the  bad 
and  injurious  dealing  of  the  Archbifhop  of  Canterbury,  and 
other  his  collegues  of  the  high  commijjion,  &c.||  Printed  1589. 
Octavo. 

Dialogue,  wherein  is  plainly  laid  open  the  tyrannical  deal¬ 
ings  of  the  lords  bifhops  againjl  Go/’s  children.  Printed 
1589.  Quarto. 

*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  290.  [|  Ath.  Oxon.  vol.  i.  p.  259. 

A  treatife , 
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A  treatife ,  wherein  is  manifejlly  proved ,  that  reformation , 
and  thofe  that  fincerely  favour  the  fame ,  are  unjujily  charged 
to  be  enemies  to  her  majejly,  and  the  Jiate.  Printed  1590. 
Quarto. 

Ha  ye  any  work  for  the  Cooper?  This  was  written  againft 
Dr.  Thomas  Cooper  biftiop  of  Winchejier-,  and  is  faid  to  be 
printed  in  Europe ,  not  far  from  fome  of  the  bouncing 

priefts,  lS9°-  __  T  .  — _  . .  .  „  , 

Epitome  of  the  firft  hook  of  Dr.  John  Bridges  againft  the 

Puritans ;  with  this  expreffion  in  the  title-page,  Oh!  read 
over  Dr.  John  Bridges ,  for  it  is  a  worthy  work.  Printed 
over  fea  in  Europe ,  within  two  furlongs  of  a  bouncing  prieft , 
at  the  coft  and  charges  of  Martin  Mar-Prelate ,  gent,  in 
quarto. 

The  Cobler's  book^\  which  denies  the  church  of  England 
to  be  a  true  church,  and  charges  her  with  maintaining  ido* 
latry  under  the  name  of  decency,  in  the  habits,  fonts,  bap- 
tifm  by  women,  gang-days,  faints  eves,  bilhoping  of  chil¬ 
dren,  organs,  wafer-cakes,  &c. 

Ha?  ye  any  more  work  for  the  Cooper In  printing  of 
which  the  prefs  was  difcovered  and  feized,  with  feveral  pam¬ 
phlets  unfinilhed;  as, 


Epifto  \_Epifco~\  MafttXj 
Paradoxes , 

Dialogues , 

Mifcellanea , 

Var'uz  Lediones , 


Martin's  Dream , 

The  Lives  and  Doings  of 
Englifh  Popes , 
Itinerarium\y  or  Vifitations , 
Lambethifms , 


The  two  laft  of  thefe  were  imperfeft;  but  to  complete 
the  itinerarium ,  the  author  threatens  to  furvey  all  the  clergy 
of  England ,  and  note  their  intolerable  pranks:  And  for  his 
lambethifms  he  would  have  a  Martin  at  Lambeth.  Other 
books  were  publifhedof  the  lame  nature;  as,  A  Dcmonftra- 
tion  of  Difcipline ;  the  Counter-Pofon ,  &c. 

The  writers  on  the  church-fide  carrie  not  behind  their  ad- 
verfaries  in  buffoonry  and  ridicule,  as  appears  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  pamphlets  printed  at  this  time. 


f  Life  of  Whitgift,  pt  296. 


§  Ibid.  p.  288. 
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Fappc  with  an  Hatchet ,  alias,  A  Fig  for  my  Godfon:  or, 
Crack  me  this  nut,  that  is,  a  found  box  of  the  ear  for  the 
ideot  Martin  to  hold  his  peace.  .  Written  by  one  that 
dares  call  a  dog  a  dog.  Imprinted  by  John  Anoke ,  and  are 
to  be  fold  at  the  fign  of  the  Crab-Tree  Cudgel ,  in  Thwack- 
Coat-Lane.\ 

Pafquil  s  Apoiogy.  In  the  firlh  part  whereof  he  renders 
a  reafon  of  his  long  filence,  and  gallops  the  field  with  the 
treadle  of  reformation.  Printed  where  I  was,  and  where 
I  lhall  be  ready,  by  the  help  of  God  and  my  mufe,  to  fend 
you  a  may-game  of  Martin  fm.  Anno  1593.  Quarto. 

An  Almond  fora  Pay  rot:  or,  An  Alms  for  Martin  Mar- 
Prelate,  &c.  By  Cuthbert  Curry-Knave.  Quarto. 

The  return  of  the  renowned  Cavaliero  Pafquil  to  England, 
and  his  meeting  with  Marforius  at  London,  upon  the  Royal 
Exchange,  London  1589,  againft  Martin  and  Martinfm. 

A  Counter  Cuff  given  to  Martin  junior,  by  the  Pafquil 
of  England,  Cavaliero.  1589.  0<ftavo. 

It  is  fad,  when  a  controverfy  about  ferious  matters  runs 
thefe  dregs:  Ridicule  and  perfonal  reflexion  may  expofe  an 
adverfary  and  make  him  afhamed,  but  will  never  convince 
or  reconcile;  it  carries  with  it  a  contempt  which  flicks  in 
the  heart  and  is  hardly  ever  to  be  removed;  nor  do  I  re¬ 
member  any  caufe  that  has  been  ferved  by  fuch  methods.  Dr. 
Bridges  anfwered  Martin  in  a  ludicrous  fiiie;  but  Cooper 
bilhop  of  Winchejler  did  more  fervice  by  his  grave  and  fober 
reply,  with  the  afiiftance  of  the  archbifhop  of  Canterbury, 
who,  being  miferably  afperfed,  furnifhed  the  bilhop  with  re¬ 
plies  to  the  particular  charges  brought  again!!  him.  The 
book  is  entitled,  an  Advertifcment  to  the  people  of  England; 
wherein  the  fanders  of  Martin  Mar-Prelate  the  libeller  are 
dijlinctly  anfwered.  But  after  all,  it  was  impoffible  for  the 
bilhops  to  wipe  off  from  themfeives  the  charge  of  perfe¬ 
ction  and  violation  of  the  laws. 

To  put  a  flop  to  thefe  pamphlets  the  Queen  fent  a  letter 
to  the  archbifhop,  commanding  him  to  make  diligent  enquiry 
after  the  priming  prcfs,  and  iffued  out  her  royal  proclama¬ 
tion,  dated  Feb.  13th,  1 589,  “  For  the  bringing  in  all  fedi- 

X  Ath.  Oxon.  vi.  280. 
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“  tious  and  fhifmatical  books,  whether  printed  or  written, 
*c  to  the  ordinary,  or  to  one  of  the  privy  council,  us.  tend-. 

ing  to  bring  in  a  monftrous  and  dangeious  innovation  of 
“  all  manner  of  ecclefiafticnl  government  now  in  ufe,  and 
“  with  a  rafli  and  malicious  purpofe  to  dilTolve  the  date  of 
“  the  prelacy,  being  one  of  the  three  ancient  eftates  of 
“  this  realm  under  her  highnefs,  whereof  her  majefty  mind- 
eth  to  have  a  reverend  regard;  Ihe  therefore  prohibits  any 
“  of  her  fubjefts  from  keeping  any  books  in  their  cuftody 
“  againft  the  order  of  the  church,  or  the  rites  and  ceremo- 
*(  nfes  of  it,  her  majefty  being  minded  to  have  the  laws 
“  feverely  executed  againft  the  authors  and  abettors  of 
“  them,  as  foon  as  they  fhall  be  apprehended.  ”|| 

As  foon  as  the  printing  prefs  was  difeovered,  his  grace 
wrote  to  the  treafurer  to  profecute  the  perfons  with  whom 
it  was  found;  but,  like  an  able  politician,  wilhes  it  might  be 
done  by  the  lords  of  the  council,  rather  than  by  the  ecclefi- 
ajlical  commiffioners,  becaufe  they  had  already  buffered  for 
fupporting  the  government,  which  was  wounded  through 
their  fides.f  Accordingly  Sir  Richard  Knightly,  Sir  — — 
Wigston,  who  had  entertained  the  prefs,  together  with  the 
printer ,  and  Humphry  Newman  the  difperfer,  were  deeply 
fined  in  the  Star-chamber ;  and  others  were  put  to  death.  § 
The  archbifhop  being  now  in  his  vifitation  had  framed 
twenty-two  articles  of  enquiry,  upon  which  the  church¬ 
wardens  of  every  parifh  were  to  be  examined  upon  oath. 
By  thefe  articles  they  were  to  fwear,  that  their  minifter  was 
exactly  conformable  to  the  orders  of  the  church,  or  elfe  to 

|[  Life  of  Whitgift,  inRec.  b.  iii.  No.  41. 
f  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  314.  Fuller,  b.  ix.  p.  194. 

§  Fuller  adds,  Archbifhop  Whit  gift  improved  his  intereft  with  the  Queen, 
till,  though  fhe  was  at  firft  angry  with  his  folicitations,  they  were  delivered 
out  of  prifon  and  eafed  of  their  fines.  Bishop  Maddox  cenfures  Mr.  Neal 
for  palling  this  over  in  filcnce;  hut  he  himfeif  omits  the  condruedion  put  on 
this,  apparently,  kind  conduct  of  the  prelate;  (f  which,  while  fome  highly 
commended,  fo  others,”  fays  Fuller ,  “  imputed  it  to  the  declining  of  envie, 
“  gaining  of  applaufeand  remorfeof  confcience  for  over  rigorous  proceed- 
“  ings:  it  being  no  charity  to  cure  the  wound  he  had  caufed.  and  iolicit 
t(  the  remitting  thofe  fines  which  he  had  procured  to  be  impofed.” — Our 
author  proceeds;  “  Thus  impoilible  is  it  to  pleafe  forward  lpirits,  and  to 
make  them  like  the  bed  deed,  who  didike  the  doer.”  En. 

impeach 
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impeach  him;  and  to  declare  further,  whether  they  knew  of 
any  of  their  neighbours  or  fellow-parifhioners,  that  were 
“•  common  fwearers,  drunkards,  ufurers,  witches,  conjurers 
he  1  ctick  s ;  any  man  that  had  two  wives ;  or  women  that  had 
“  two  hufbands:  whether  they  knew  any  that  went  to  con- 
“  venticles  or  meetings  for  faying  prayers  in  private  houfes; 

any  that  wet  e  of  age,  and  did  not  receive  the  facrament  at 
“church  three  times  a  year:”||  With  others,  calculated  to 
dillolve  all  friendlhip  in  country  towns,  and  fet  a  whole  dio- 
cefe  in  a  flame.  When  Sir  Francis  Knollys  had  read  the  ar¬ 
ticles  he  fent  them  to  the  treafurer,  calling  them  by  their 
proper  name,  articles  of  inquifition,  highly  prejudicial  to  the 
royal  prerogative:  But  there  was  no  flopping  his  grace's 
career. 

Among  the  divines  that  buffered  death§  for  the  libels 
above-mentioned,  were  the  Reverend  Mr.  Udal,  whofe 
cafe  being  peculiarly  hard,  I  lhall  give  the  reader  an  abffract 
of  it.  He  had  been  mimfter  of  Ringston-upon-Y hames ; 
where,  having  been  filenced  by  the  official  Dr.  Hone,  he  lay 
by  for  half  a  year,  having  no  farther  profpeft  of  ufefulnefs 
in  the  church.  At  length  the  people  of  Newcajlle-upon - 
Tyne  wanting  a  minifter,  prevailed  with  the  Earl  of  Hun¬ 
tingdon  to  fend  him  to  them;  when  he  had  been  there  about 
a  year  he  was  fent  for  up  to  London  by  the  Lord  Hunfdon 
and  the  lord  chamberlain,  in  the  name  of  the  whole  privy 
council:  Mr.  Udal  fet  out  December  29th,  1589,  and  on 
the  13th  of  January,  1590,  appeared  at  Lord  Cobham's 
houfe  before  the  commiflioners.  Lord  Cobham ,  Lord  Buck- 
hurjl ,  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Anderfon ,  Dr.  John  Young  bifliop 
of  Roc hejier ,  Mr.  Fortefcue ,  Mr.  Egerton  the  Queen’s  foli- 
citor,  Dr.  Aubrey ,  and  Dr.  Le-win.  The  bifliop  began  the 

||  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  3 09,  31 1.  f  Pierce’s  Vindic.  p.129. 

$  Bifhop  War  burton  is  very  fevere  in  his  cenfure  of  Mr.  Neal  for  ufing 
this  language;  which,  he  fays,  in  common  Englijh  means  dying  by  the 
“  hand  of  the  executioner;”  whereas  Mr.  Udal  died  in  prifon.  But,  when 
he  died  quite  heart-broken  with  farrow  and  grief  through  imprifonment  and 
the  fevere  treatment  he  met  with  on  account  of  the  libels,  his  death  was 
as  much  the  confequence  of  the  profecution  commenced  againft  him,  as  if 
it  had  been  in  Aided  by  the  executioner.  At  moft  there  was  only  an  inac¬ 
curacy  in  the  expreffion,  which  it  was  very  unworthy  the  bifhop  to  cenfure 
“  unworthy  a  candid  hiilorian,  or  an  honed  men.”  Ed. 

examination 
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examination  in  this  manner: — Bijhop .  Have  you  the  allow¬ 
ance  of  the  bifhop  of  the  diocefe  to  preach  at  Newcaftlc ? 
Udal .  There  was  neither  biihop  of  the  diocefe,  nor  arch- 
bifhop  of  T irk  at  that  time.  Forte/cue.  By  what  law  then 
did  you  preach  at  Newcajile ,  being  filenced  at  Kingston ? 
Udal.  I  know  no  law  againft  it,  feeing  I  was  filenced  only 
by  the  official ,  whofe  authority  reaches  not  beyond  his  arch¬ 
deaconry.  L.  C.  J.  Anderfon .  Y ou  are  called  to  anfwer  con¬ 
cerning  certain  books,  thought  to  be  of  your  writing.  UdaL 
If  it  be  any  of  Martin's  books,  I  have  difowned  them  a  year 
and  a  half  ago  at  Lambeth.  L.  C.  J.  Anderfon.  Who  was 
the  author  of  the  Demonjiration ,  or  the  Dialogue ?  Udal.  I 
{hall  not  anfwer.  Anderfon.  Why  will  you  clear  yourfelf  of 
Martin ,  and  not  of  thefe?  Udal.  Becaufe  I  would  not  be 
thought  to  handle  the  caufe  of  difcipline  as  Martin  did ;  but 
I  think  otherwife  of  the  other  books,  and  care  not  though 
they  {hould  be  fathered  upon  me;  I  think  the  author  did 
well,  and  therefore  would  not  difcover  him  if  I  knew  him; 
but  would  hinder  it  all  I  could.  L.  C.  J.  Anderfon.  Why 
dare  you  not  confefs  if  you  be  the  author?  Udal.  I  have 
laid  I  liked  of  the  books,  and  the  matter  handled  in  them; 
but  whether  I  made  them,  or  no,  I  will  not  anfwer,  for  by 
the  law  I  am  not  obliged  to  it.  Anderfon.  That  is  true,  if 
it  concerned  the  lofs  of  your  life  [and  yet  the  judges  tried 
and  condemned  him  for  his  life.]  Udal.  I  pray  your  lordlhip, 
does  not  the  law  fay,  No  man  Jhall  be  put  to  anfwer  without 
prefentment  before  juflices  on  matters  of  record ,  or  by  due 
proofs  and  writ  original ,  & c.  A.  42  Edw.  III.  cap.  3.  An¬ 
derfon.  That  is  law  if  it  be  not  repealed.  Bijhop  of  Rochejler . 
Pray  let  me  alk  you  a  queftion  concerning  your  book.  But 
Udal  was  upon  his  guard,  and  faid,  it  is  not  yet  proved  to 
be  mine.  Mr.  Solicitor.  I  am  forry,  Mr.  Udal ,  you  will  not 
anfwer  nor  take  an  oath,  which  by  law  you  ought  to  do; 
but  he  did  not  fay  by  what  law.  Udal.  Sir,  if  I  have  a  li¬ 
berty  by  law,  there  is  no  reafon  why  I  (hould  not  challenge 
it:  (hew  me  by  what  law  I  am  obliged  to  accufe  myfelf.  Dr. 
Lewin.  You  have  taken  the  oath  heretofore,  why  {hould 
you  not  take  it  now?  Udal.  I  then  voluntarily  confeffed  cer- 
tain  things  concerning  my  preaching  of  the  points  of  difci¬ 
pline,  which  could  never  have  been  proved  ;  and  when  my 

friends 
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friends  laboured  to  have  me  reftored  to  my  minifh-y  the 
aichbifliop  anfwered,  there  was  fufficient  matter  againft  m<“ 
by  my  own  confcffion  why  I  fliould  not  be  reftored;  where¬ 
upon  I  covenanted  with  my  own  heart  never  to  be  my  own 
accuier  again.  J 

At  length  the'bifhop  told  him  his  fentence  for  that  time 
was  to  be  lent  to  the  Gate-houfe :  Take  it  in  his  own  words. 
“  I  was  carried  to  the  Gate-houfe  by  a  meffenger,  who  de- 
“  hvered  me  with  a  warrant  to  be  kept  clofe  prifoner,  and 
“  not  to  be  fuffered  to  have  pen,,  ink,  or  paper,  or  any  body 
“  t0  fPcak  with  me.  Thus  I  remained  half  a  year,  in  all 
“  which  time  my  wife  could  not  get  leave  to  come  to  me, 
“  faying  only  that  in  the  hearing  of  the  keeper  {he  might 
“  fpeak  to  me,  and  1  to  her,  of  fuch  things  as  (lie  fhould  think 

“  meet. - -AH  which  time  my  chamber- fellows  were  femi- 

“  nafJ  priejh,  traitors ,  and  profejfed  papifts.  At  the  end 
“  of  the  half  year  I  was  removed  to  the  White  Lion  in 
“  Southwark,  and  fo  carried  to  the  affiizes  at  Croydon” 

On  the  23d  of  July  Mr.  Vdal  was  brought  to  Croydon 
with  fetters  on  his  legs,  and  indifted  upon  the  flatute  23 
Ehz.  cap .  2,  before  Baron  Clarke ,  and  Miv  Serjeant  Puc¬ 
kering,  for  writing  a  wicked,  fcandalous  and  feditious  libel, 
called  a  Demonfiration  of  Difcipline ,  dedicated  to  the  fup- 
pofed  governors  of  the  church  of  England ,*  in  which  is 
this  paffage;  “  Who  can  without  blufhing  deny  you  [the 
“  bifliops]  to  be  the  caufe  6f  all  ungodlinefs?  forafmuch  as 
<c  your  government  gives  liberty  for  a  man  to  be  any  thing 
“  but  a  found  chriftian;  it  is  more  free  in  thefe  days  to  be  a 
“  papift  or  a  wicked  man,  than  what  we  fhould  be;  I  could 
6 4  live  trwenty  years  as  fucli  in  England,  and  it  may  be  in  a 
“  bifhop’s  houfe,  and  not  be  moldted:  So  true  is  it,  that  you 
cc  care  for  nothing  but  the  maintenance  of  your  dignities, 
cc  be  it/  to  the  damnation  of  your  owrn  fouls,  and  infinite 
cc  millions  more/’  Thefe  are  the  words  of  the  indiftment. 
To  which  Mr.  Udal  pleaded  not  guilty,  and  put  himfelf  upon 
the  trial  of  his  country.  In  opening  the  caufe,  Mr.  Daulton 
the  Queen’s  counfel  made  a  long  inveftive  againft  the  new  dif 
cipline ,  wKfch  he  affirmed  was  not  to  be  found  in  the  word  of 
God.  To  whom  Udal  replied,  This  being  a  controversy 


*  Life  of  Whitglft,  p.  343.  among 
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among  learned  divines,  he  thought  Mr.  Daulton  might  have 
fufpended  his  judgment,  fince  he  had  formerly  fhewed  fome 
liking  to  the  caufe.  Upon  which  the  judge  faid,  firrah!  fir - 
rah!  anfwer  to  the  matter.  Mr.  Daulton ,  go  on  to  the  proof 
of  the  points  in  the  indi&ment,  which  were  tliefe  three: 

1.  That  Udal  was  the  author  of  the  book. 

2.  That  he  had  a  malicious  intent  in  making  it. 

3.  That  the  matters  in  the  indictment  were  felony  by  the 
ftatute  23  Eliz,  cap.  2. 

The  firft  point  was  to  prove  Udal  to  be  the  author  of 
the  book;  and  here  it  is  obfervable,  that  the  witneffes  were 
not  brought  into  court,  but  only  their  examinations,  which 
the  regifter  {wore  to.  And,  firlt,  Stephen  Chatfi eld’s  articles 
were  produced,  which  contained  a  report  of  certain  papers 
he  had  feen  in  Udal9 s  Itudy.  Upon  feeing  them,  he  aiked, 
whofe  writings  they  were?  Udal  anfwered,  a  friend’s.  Chat- 
field  then  defired  him  to  rid  his  hands  of  them,  for  he  doubted 
they  concerned  the  hate.  He  added,  that  Udal  told  him 
another  time,  that  if  they  put  him  to  filence,  he  would  give 
the  bi/hops  fach  a  blow  as  they  never  had.  Chatjield  was. 
called  to  witnefs  thefe  things,  but  appeared  not.  Daulton 
laid  he  went  out  of  the  way  on  purpofe.  The  judge  faid,  Mr. 
Udaf  you  are  glad  of  that.  Mr.  Udal  anfwered,  My  lord, 

I  wifh  heartily  he  were  here;  for  as  I  am  fure  he  could 
never  fay  any  thing  againft  me  to  prove  this  point;  fo  I  am 
able  to  prove  it  to  be  true,  that  he  is  very  ferry  that  he  ever 
made  any  complaint  againft  me,  confeiling  he  did  it  in 
anger  when  Martin  came  firft  out,  and  by  their  fuggeftions, 
whom  he  had  proved  fince  to  be  very  bad  men.  Mr.  Udal 
added,  that  the  book  was  publifhed  before  this  converfation 
with  Chatjield . 

The  examination  of  Nicolas  Tomkins  before  the  com - 
miffioners  was  next  produced.  This  Tomkins  was  now  be¬ 
yond  lea,  but  the  paper  faid,  that  Udal  had  told  him,  he 
was  the  author.  But  Tomkins  himfelf  fent  word,  that 
he  would  not  for  1000/.  affirm  any  more ,  than  that  he  had 
heard  Udal  fay,  that  he  would  not  doubt  but  fet  his  name 
to  the  book  if  he  had  indifferent  judges.  And  when  Udal 
offered  to  produce  his  witneffes,  the  judge  faid,  that  becavde 
the  witneffes  were  againft  the  Queen's  majejly  they  could  not 
be  heard.  '  <  rpjie 
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The  confeflion  of  Henry  Sharp  of  Northampton  was  then 
read,  who  upon  oath  before  the  lord  chancellor  had  declared. 
That  he  heard  Mr.  Penry  fay,  that  Mr.  Udal  was  the  author 
of  the  DEMONSTRATION. 

This  was  the  whole  evidence  of  the  faft  upon  which  he 
was  convicted,  not  a  fingle  living  witnefs  being  produced  in 
court;  fo  that  the  prifoner  had  no  opportunity  to  alk  any 
queftions,  or  refute  the  evidence.  And  what  methods  were 
ufed  to  extort  thefe  confeflions  may  eafily  be  imagined  from 
the  confeJJ'ors  flying  their  country,  and  then  teftifying  their 
forrow  for  what  they  had  faid. 

To  prove  the  fedition,  and  bring  it  within  the  ftatute,  the 
council  infilled  upon  his  threatening  the  bifhops ,  who  being 
the  Queen’s  officers,  it  was  conflrued  a  threatening  of  the 
Oueen  herfelf.  The  prifoner  deflred  liberty  to  explain  the 
paflage,  and  his  council  infilled,  that  an  offence  againft  the 
bifhops  was  not  fedition  againft  the  Queen;  but  the  judge 
gave  it  Tor  law,  that  they  who  fpake  againft  the  Oueerfs  go - 
vermnent  in  caufes  eccleftaftical ,  or  her  laws ,  proceedings ,  and 
ecclefiaftical  officers ,  defamed  the  Queen  herfelf.  Upon  this 
the  jury  were  directed  to  find  him  guilty  of  the  faff,  and  the 
judges  took  upon  them  the  point  of  law  and  condemned  him 
as  a  felon.  Mr.  Fuller  confefles,*  that  the  proof  againft 
him  was  not  pregnant,  for  it  was  generally  believed  he 
wrote  not  the  book,  but  only  the  preface.  They  might  as 
well  have  condemned  him  without  the  form  of  a  trial,  for 
the  ftatute  was  undoubtedly  drained  beyond  the  intent  of 
it,  to  reach  his  life.  He  behaved  inodeftly  and  difcreetly 
at  the  bar;  and  having  laid  as  much  for  himfelf  as  muff:  have 
fatisfied  any  equitable  perlons,  he  fubmitted  to  the  judgment 
of  the  court. 

Mr.  Udal  was  convicted  in  the  fummer  aflizes  1590,  but 
did  not  receive  fentence  till  the  lent  aflize,  in  the  mean  time 
he  was  offered  his  pardon,  if  he  would  fign  the  following 
fubmiffion: — f 

“  I  John  Udal  have  been  heretofore,  by  due  courfe  of 
u  law  convicted  of  felony,  for  penning  or  fetting  forth  a 

*  B.  ix.  p.  223.  f  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  ult.  p.  26. 
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<c  certain  book,  called,  the  Demonstration  of  Difciplinc^  wherein 
“  falfe,  flanderous,  and  feditious  matters  are  contained  againft 
“  her  majefty’s  prerogative  royal,  her  crown  and  dignity, 
u  and  againft  the  laws  and  government  ecclefiaftical  and 
cc  temporal  by  law  eltabliflied  under  her  highnefs,  and  tend- 
“  ing  to  the  erefting  a  new  form  of  government,  contrary 
u  to  her  faid  laws;  all  which  points  I  do  now  perceive,  by  the 
cc  grace  of  God,  to  be  very  dangerous  to  the  peace  of  this 
u  realm  and  church,  feditious  in  the  commonwealth,  and 
“  infinitely  oflfenfive  to  the  (dueen’s  molt  excellent  majefty; 
cc  fo  as  thereby  I,  now  feeing  the  grievoufnefs  of  my  offence, 
u  do  moft  humbly  on  my  knees,  before,  and  in  this  prefence, 
u  fubmit  myfelf  to  the  mercy  of  her  highnefs,  being  moft 
cc  forry  that  I  have  fo  deeply  and  worthily  incurred  her  ma- 
“  jelly’s  indignation  againft  me;  promifing,  if  it  fhall  pleafe 
God  to  move  her  royal  heart  to  have  compafiion  on  me 
<c  a  moft  forrowful  convifted  perfon,  that  I  will  for  ever 
“  hereafter  forfake  all  Inch  undutiful  and  dangerous  courfes, 
“  and  demean  myfelf  dutifully  and  peaceably;  for  I  do  ac- 
“  knowledge  her  laws  to  be  both  lawful  and  godly,  and  to 
u  be  obeyed  by  every  fubjeft.  Feb.  1 590-1.” 

No  arguments  or  threatnings  of  the  judges  could  prevail 
with  Udal  to  fign  this  fubmiilion;  but  the  day  before  fen- 
tence  was  to  be  paflfed,  he  offered  the  following,  drawn  up 
by  himfelf : — 

“  CONCERNING  the  book  whereof  I  vras  by  due 
<c  courfe  of  law  convifted,  by  referring  myfelf  to  the  trial 
of  the  law,  and  tor  that  by  the  verdift  of  twelve  men, 
cc  I  am  found  to  be  the  author  of  it,  for  which  caufe  an 
u  humble  fubmiffion  is  worthily  required  and  offered  of  me: 

o  I  cannot  difavow  the  caufe  and  fubftance  of  the 
“  doctrine  debated  in  it,  which  I  muft  needs  acknowledge 
“  to  be  holy,  and  (fo  far  as  I  conceive  it)  agreeable  to  the 
“  word  of  God  ;  yet  I  confefs,  the  manner  of  writing  it 
is  fuch  in  fome  part  as  may  worthily  be  blamed,  and  might 
“  provoke  her  majefty’s  juft  indignation  therein.  Whereof 
the  trial  of  the  law  imputing  to  me  all  fuch  defaults  as  are 
“  g  book,  and  laying  the  puniftuneat  of  the  fame  in 
*  0h'  r*  Gg  «  moft 
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“  mod  grievous  manner  upon  me;  as  my  mod  humble  fuit 
<c  to  her  mod  excellent  majedy  is,  that  her  mercy  and  gra- 
“  cious  pardon  may  free  me  from  the  guilt  and  offence 
“  which  the  faid  trial  of  the  law  hath  cad  upon  me,  and 
“  further  of  her  great  clemency,  to  redore  me  to  the  com 
“  fort  of  my  life  and  liberty,  fo  do  I  promife,  in  all  humble 

fubmiflion  to  God  and  her  majedy,  to  carry  myfelf  in  the 
cc  whole  courfe  of  my  life,  in  fuch  humble  and  dutiful  obe- 
“  dience,  as  fhall  b'efit  a  minider  of  the  gofpel  and  dutiful 
“  fubjeft,  fervently  and  continually  praying  for  a  good  pre- 
“  fervation  of  her  highnefs’s  precious  life,  and  happy  go- 
“  vernment,  to  the  honour  of  God,  and  comfort  of  her 
66  loyal  and  dutiful  fubjefts.  Feb.  19,  1590-1” 

Mr.  Udal  had  often,  and  with  great  earnednefs,  petitioned 
his  judges  for  their  mediation  with  the  Queen:  In  his  letter 
of  Nov.  1 1  th,  he  fiiys,  “  I  pray  you  call  to  mind  my  tedious 
“  date  of  imprifonment,  whereby  myfelf,  my  wife  and  chil- 
6C  dren,  are  reduced  to  beggary;  pray  call  to  mind  by  what 
44  courfe  this  mifery  is  brought  upon  me,  and  if  you  find  by 
44  due  confideration,  that  I  am  worthy  to  receive  the  pu- 
44  nidiment  from  the  fentence  of  upright  judice,  I  pray  you 
44  to  haden  the  execution  of  the  fame,  for  it  were  better 
44  for  me  to  die  than  to  live  in  this  cafe;  but  if  it  appear  to 
44  your  confciences  (as  I  hope  it  will)  that  no  malice  againd 
44  her  majedy  can  poffibly  be  in  me,  then  do  I  humbly  and 
44  heartily  delire  you  to  be  a  means  that  I  may  be  releafed; 
44  then  I  fhall  not  only  forget  that  hard  opinion  conceived 
44  of  your  courfes  againd  me,  but  pray  heartily  to  God  to 
44  bury  the  fame,  with  the  red  of  your  fms,  in  the  grave 
44  of  his  fon  Jefus  Ohrid.”  Mr.  Udal  wrote  again  Nov. 
18,  and  25th,  in  mod  humble  and  dutiful  Language;  but 
the  court  would  do  nothing  till  he  had  figned  their  iubmiffion. 

At  the  clofe  of  the  lent  affizes,  being  called  to  the  bar 
with  the  red  of  the  felons,  and  afked  what  he  had  to  fay, 
why  judgment  diould  not  be  given  againd  him  according  to 
the  verdict,  he  gave  in  a  paper  confiding  of  nine  reafons; 
of  which  thefe  are  the  principal : 

1.  44  Becaufe  the  jury  were  directed  only  to  find  the  fad^ 

44  whether  I  was  author  of  the  book;  and  were  exprefly 

“  freed 
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44  freed  by  your  lordfhip  from  enquiring  into  the  Intent, 
44  without  which  there  is  no  felony. 

2.  44  The  jury  were  not  left  to  their  own  confciences,  but 
44  were  wrought  upon  partly  by  promifes ,  affuring  them  it 
44  fhould  be  no  further  danger  to  me  but  tend  to  my  good; 
44  and  partly  by  fear ,  as  appears,  in  that  it  has  been  a  grief 
44  to  fome  of  them  ever  fince. 

3.  44  The  ftatute,  in  the  true  meaning  of  it,  is  thought 
44  not  to  reach  my  cafe,  there  being  nothing  in  the  book 
44  fpoken  of  her  majefty’s  perfon  but  in  duty  and  honour;  I 
44  befeech  you  therefore  to  confider,  whether  the  drawing 
44  of  it  from  her  royal  perfon  to  the  bifhops,  as  being  part 
44  of  her  body  politick,  be  not  a  violent  depraving  and 
44  wrefting  of  the  ftatute. 

4.  44  But  if  the  ftatute  be  taken  as  it  is  urged,  the  felony 
44  muft  confift  in  the  malicious  intent ;  wherein  I  appeal  firffc 
44  to  God,  and  then  to  all  men  who  have  known  the  courfe 
44  of  my  life,  and  to  your  lordflups  own  confciences,  whe- 
44  ther  you  can  find  me  guilty  of  any  act  in  all  my  life  that 
44  favoured  of  any  malice  or  malicious  intent  againft  her 
44  majefty;  of  which,  if  your  confciences  muft  clear  me  be- 
44  fore  God,  I  hope  you  will  not  proceed  to  judgment. 

5.  44  By  the  laws  of  God,  and  I  truft  alfo  by  the  laws  of 
44  the  land,  the  witneffes  ought  to  be  produced  face  to  face 
44  againft  me;  but  I  have  none  fuch,  nor  any  other  things, 
44  but  papers  and  reports  of  depofitions  taken  by  ecclefiaftical 
44  commiffioners  and  others.  This  kind  of  evidence  is  not 
44  allowed  in  cafe  of  lands,  and  therefore  much  lefs  ought 
44  it  to  be  allowed  in  cafe  of  life. 

6.  44  None  of  the  depofitions  prove  me  dire&ly  to  be  the 
44  author  of  the  book  in  queftion;  and  the  author  of  the 
44  chief  teftimony  is  fo  grieved,  that  he  is  afhamed  to  come 
44  where  he  is  known. 

7.  44  Suppofing  me  to  be  the  author  of  the  book,  let  it  be 
44  confidered  that  the  faid  book  for  fubftance  contains  no- 
44  thing  but  what  is  taught  and  believed  by  the  belt  reformed 
44  churches  in  Europe ,  fo  that  in  condemning  me  you  con- 
44  demn  all  fuch  nations  and  churches  as  hold  the  fame  doc- 
44  trine.  If  the  puniftiment  be  for  the  manner  of  writing, 
44  this  may  be  thought  by  fome  worthy  of  an  admonition ,  or 

G  g  2  64  fne^ 


THE  HISTORY  CHAP.  VIII. 


“  fine ,  or  fome  floor  t  imprifonment but  death  for  an  error 
of  fuch  a  kind,  as  terms  and  words  not  altogether  dutiful 
“  of  certain  hilltops,  cannot  but  be  extreme  cruelty,  againlt 
cc  one  that  has  endeavoured  to  fliew  himfelf  a  dutiful  fubjeft, 
and  faithful  minifter  of  the  gofpel. 

“  If  all  this  prevail  not,  yet  my  Redeemer  liveth,  to  whom 
I  commend  myfelf,  and  fay  as  fometime  'Jeremiah  faid  in 
<c  a  cafe  not  much  unlike,  Behold ,  I  am  in  your  hands  to  do 
4C  with  me  whatfoever  feemeth  good  unto  you\  but  know  you 
6C  this ,  that  if  you  put  me  to  death  you  Jhall  bring  innocent 
C6  blood  upon  your  own  heads ,  and  upon  the  land .  As  the 
“  blood  of  Abe /,  fo  the  blood  of  Udal  will  cry  to  God 
“  with  a  loud  voice,  and  the  righteous  Judge  of  the  land 
“  will  require  it  at  the  hands  of  all  that  {hall  be  guilty  of  it.” 

Rut  nothing  would  avail,  unlefs  he  would  fign  the  fub- 
miffion  the  court  had  drawn  up  for  him;  which  his  con- 
fcience  not  fuffering  him  to  do,  fentence  of  death  was  paffed 
upon  him  Feb.  20th,  and  execution  openly  awarded; 
but  next  morning  the  judges,  by  direction  from  court,  gave 
private  orders  to  refpite  it  till  her  majefty’s  pleafure  was 
further  known.  The  Dean  of  St.  Paul's  and  Dr.  Andrews 
were  lent  ro  perfuade  him  to  fign  the  fubmifiion ;  which  he 
peremptorily  re  hi  fed.  But  becaufe  the  Queen  had  been 
mifinformed  of  his  belief,  he  fent  her  majelty  a  lliort  con- 
felfion  of  his  faith  in  thefe  words: 


<c  I  believe,  and  have  often  preached,  that  the  church  of 
England  is  a  part  of  the  true  vifible  church,  the  word 
and  facraments  being  truly  difpenfed;  for  which  reafon  I 
have  communicated  with  it  feveral  years  at  Kingston,  and, 
a  year  at  Ecwcctjlle  on  ~Eyns\  and  do  If  ill  defire  to  be  a 
preacher  in  the  fame  church;  therefore  I  utterly  renounce 
the  lchifra  and  feparati^  i  of  the  Browni/Is : — I  do  allow 
the  articles  of  religion  as  far  as  they  contain  the  doftrine 
of*  faith  and  Cacraments,  according  to  law: — I  believe  the 
Queen’s  majelty  hath,  ,.nd  ought  iwe,  fupreme  autho¬ 
rity  over  all  perfons,  ill  all  caules  ecclefiaftical  and  civil.  — 
And  if  the  prince  commands  any  thing  contrary  to  the 
word  of  God,  it  is  not  lawful  for  fubje£!s  to  tvbel  or 
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“  refill,  but  with  patience  and  humility  to  bear  the  punilh- 
“  ment  laid  upon  them: — I  believe  the  church  rightly  re- 
“  formed  ought  to  be  governed  ecclefiaftically  by  minillers, 
“  aflilted  by  elders,  as  in  the  foreign  reformed  churches: — 
“  I  believe  the  cenfures  of  the  church  ought  merely  to  con- 
44  cern  the  foul,  and  may  not  impeach  any  fubjeft,  much 
44  lefs  any  prince,  in  liberty  of  body,  goods,  dominion,  or 
44  any  earthly  privilege;  nor  do  1  believe  that  a  chrillian 
44  prince  ought  otherwife  to  be  fubjecl  to  church  cenfures, 
44  than  our  gracious  Queen  profelles  herfelf  to  be  to  the 
44  preaching  of  the  word  and  the  adminillration  of  the  fa- 
44  craments.”* 

With  this  declaration  of  his  faith  he  fent  an  humble  re- 
quefl,  that  if  her  majefty  would  not  gracioully  be  pleafed 
to  pardon  him,  Ihe  would  change  his  fentence  into  banijh - 
merit ,,  that  the  land  might  not  be  charged  with  his  blood.  || 
King  James  of  Scotland  wrote  to  the  Queen,  requeuing 
moll  earneltly,  that,  for  the  fake  of  his  intercejfion ,  Udal 
might  be  relieved  of  his  prefent  flrait,  promifing  to  do  the 
like  for  her  majefly  in  any  matter  Hie  Ihould  recommend  to 
him.  The  Turkey  merchants  alfo  offered  to  fend  him  as 
chaplain  to  one  of  their  factories  abroad,  if  he  might  have 
his  life  and  liberty;  which  Udal  confented  to,  as  appears 
by  his  letter  to  the  lord  treafurer,  in  which  he  fays,  44  La- 
44  mentable  is  my  cafe,  having  been  three  years  in  durance, 
44  which  makes  me  humbly  defire  your  lordlhip’s  favour, 
44  that  I  may  be  releafed  from  my  imprifonment,  the  Turkey 
44  merchants  having  my  confent  to  go  into  Syria  or  Guinea , 
44  there  to  remain  two  years  with  their  faftors,  if  my  liberty 
44  may  be  obtained.5’  The  writer  of  archbilhop  Whitgiffs 
life  fays  the  archbilhop  yielded  to  this  petition;  that  the 
lord  keeper  promifed  to  further  it;  and  that  the  Earl  of 
Efex  had  a  draught  of  a  pardon  ready  prepared,  with  this 
condition  annexed,  that  he  Ihould  never  return  without 
the  Queen’s  licence;  but  her  majelly  never  figned  it,  and 
the  Turkey  {hips  going  away  without  him,  poor  unhappy 
Udal  died  a  few  months  after  in  the  Marjhelfea  prifon ,  quite 
heart-broken  with  forrow  and  grief,  about  the  end  of  the 


||  Fuller,  b.  ix.  p.  203. 
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year  1592.  Mr.  Fuller*  fays,  he  was  a  learned  man,  and 
of  a  blamelefs  life,  powerful  in  prayer,  and  no  lefs  profitable 
than  painful  in  preaching.  He  was  decently  interred  in  the 
church-yard  of  St.  George ,  Southwark ,  not  far  from  the 
grave  of  bilhop  Bonner ,  being  honoured  with  the  attendance 
of  great  numbers  of  the  London  minifters,  who  vifited  him 
in  prifon,  and  now  wept  over  the  remains  of  a  man,  who, 
after  a  long  and  fevere  trial  of  his  faith  and  patience,  died 
for  the  teflimony  of  a  good  confcience,  and  hands  upon  re¬ 
cord  as  a  monument  of  the  oppreffion  and  cruelty  of  the 
government  under  which  he  fuffered. 

Though  the  moderate  puritans  pubiickly  difowned  the 
libels  above-mentioned,  and  condemned  the  fpirit  with  which 
they  were  written,  they  were  neverthelefs  brought  into  trou¬ 
ble  for  their  affociations.  Among  others,  the  Reverend  Mr. 
Cartwright ,  father  of  the  puritans,  and  rnafter  of  the  new 
hofpital  at  Warwick,  was  fnfpended  by  his  diocefan,  and 
fummoned  before  the  high  commiflioners,  who  committed 
him  to  the  Fleet  with  his  brethren,  Mr.  Egerton,  Fen ,  Wight, 
Farmer,  Lord,  Snape,  King,  Rujhbrooke,  Wiggins,  Littleton, 
Field,  Royde,  Payne,  Proudlove,  and  Jewel.  At  their  firfl 
appearance  the  commiflioners  afked  them,  where  they  held 
their  affociations  or  affemblies ,  and  how  often?  Who  were 
prefent,  and  what  matters  were  treated  of?  Who  corrected 
or  fet  forth  the  book  of  difcipline,  and  who  had  fubfcribed 
or  fubmitted  to  it?  Whether  in  a  chriltian  monarchy  the 
King  is  fupreme  governor  of  the  church?  or,  Whether  he 
is  under  the  government  of  pallors,  doctors,  and  fuch  like? 
Whether  it  be  lawful  for  a  fovereign  prince  to  ordain  cere¬ 
monies,  and  make  orders  for  the  church?  Whether  the 
ecclefiaftical  government  eftablifhed  in  England  be  lawful, 
and  allowed  by  the  word  of  God?  Whether  the  facraments 
miniflered  according  to  the  book  of  common  prayer ,  are 
godly  and  rightly  miniflered?  & c. 

Mr.  Cartwright' s  anfwer  to  thefe  interrogatories  was  faid 
by  the  civilians  to  be  fufficient;  upon  which  they  exhibited 
thirty-one  articles  againft  him,  September  1  ft,  1590,  and 
required  him  to  anfwer  them  upon  oath. 


*  Jj.  ix.  p.  222, 


f  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  373. 
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The  firft  twenty-four  articles  charge  him  with  renouncing 
his  epifcopal  orders,  by  being  re-ordained  beyond  fea,  with 
interrupting  the  peace,  and  breaking  the  ordeis  of  the 
church  fince  he  came  home;  and  with  knowing  the  authors 

or  printers  of  Martin  Mar-Prelate. 

Art.  25.  Charges  him  with  penning,  or  procuring  to 
be  penned,  the  book  of  difcipline ;  and  with  recommending 
the  praftice  of  it. 

Art.  26.  Charges  him  with  being  prefent  at  fundry  pre¬ 
tended  fynods,  clafles  or  conferences  of  minilters  in  diveis 

counties. 

Art.  2j.  —  That  at  fuch  fynods  they  fubfcribed  the  book 
of  difcipline ,  and  promifed  to  govern  themfelves  by  it  as 
far  as  they  could. 

Art.  28.  Charges  him  with  fetting  up  particular  con¬ 
ferences  in  feveral  {hires,  which  were  to  receive  the  deter¬ 
minations  of  the  general  affembly,  and  put  them  in  pra&ice. 

Art.  29,  30,  and  31.  Mention  fome  rules  and  orders  of 
their  fynods;  as,  that  the  members  fhould  bring  teflimonials 
from  their  feveral  claffes;  that  they  fhould  fubfcribe  the  book 
of  difcipline ;  that  no  books  fhould  be  printed  but  by  confent; 
that  they  fhould  be  fubjeft  to  the  cenfures  of  the  brethren 
both  for  doftrine  and  life;  and  that  if  any  fhould  be  fent 
abroad  upon  publick  fervice  at  the  meeting  of  parliament, 
their  charges  fhould  be  bore,  &c. 

Mr.  Cartwright  offered  to  clear  himfelf  of  fome  of  thefe 
articles  upon  oath ,  and  to  give  his  reafons  for  not  anfwering 
the  reft,  but  if  this  would  not  fatisfy,  he  was  determined 
to  fubmit  to  the  punifhment  the  commifioners  fhould  award,* 
[which  was  imprifonment  in  the  Fleet};  praying  the  Lord 
Freafurer  to  make  fome  provifion  for  the  poor  people  of 
Warwick  who  had  no  minifter.  The  reft  of  Cartwright's 
brethren  refuftng  the  oath  for  the  fame  reafons,  viz.  Be- 
caufe  they  would  not  accufe  themfelves ,  nor  bring  their  friends 
into  trouble ,  were  committed  to  divers  prifons.  But  the 
archbifhop,  by  advice  of  the  trcafurer ,  was  not  prefent  at 
the  commitment  of  his  old  adverfary. 

On  the  13th  of  May  1591,  they  were  brought  before 
the  star-chamber, |  which  was  a  court  made  up  of  cer- 

#  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  338.  f  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  361.  taill 
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tam  no^aneni  bijhops ,  judges ,  and  counfellors  of  the  Queen’s 
nomination,  to  the  number  of  twenty  or  thirty,  wTth  her 
maju  y  at  their  head,.  who  is  the  foie  judge  when  prefent, 
ie  other  members  being  only  to  give  their  opinion  to  their 
fovereign  by  way  of  advice,  which  he  [or  file]  difallows  at 
their  pleafure;  but  in  the  abfence  of  the  fovereign  the  de¬ 
termination  is  by  a  majority,  the  lord  chancellor  or  keeper 

rr  Vlnf/ V°,rf‘  ihe  determinations  of  this  court 
(.ays  Mr.  Kujhwortb )  were  not  by  the  verdict  of  a  iury 

nor  according  to  any  ftatute  law  of  the  land,  but  according 
to  the  King  [or  Queen’s]  royal  will  and  pleafure,  and  yet 
they  were  made  as  binding  to  the  fubjeft  as  an  aft  of  parlia¬ 
ment.  In  the-  reign  of  King  Henry  VII.  the  praffice  of  that 
com  t  v.  as  thought  to  intrench  upon  the  common  law ,  though 
it  leldoin  did  any  bufmefs;  but  in  the  latter  end  of  this,  and 
ctming  the  two  next  reigns,  the  court  fat  conftantly,  and  was 
io  unmerciful  in  its  cenfures  and  punifhments,  that  the  whole 
nation  cried  aloud  againft  it  as  a  mark  of  the  vileft  flavery. 
Lord  Clarendon  fays,*  “  There  were  very  few  perfons  of 
quality  in  tlioie  times  that  had  not  fuftered,  or  been  per¬ 
plexed  by  tlie  weight  and  fear  of  its  cenfures  and  judg¬ 
ments;  ioi  having  extended  their  jurifdiftion  from  riots, 
pmjmies,  and.  the  moft  notorious  mildemeanors,  to  an  af- 
leiting  of  all  proclamations,  and  orders  of  (late,  to  the 
“  vindicating  illegal  commiffioners  and  grants  of  monopolies, 
no  man  could  hope  to  be  any  longer  free  from  the  inqui- 
fition  of  that  court,  than  he  refolved  to  fubmit  to  thofe 
“  and  the  fike  extraordinary  courfes.” 

When  Cartwright  and  his  brethren  appeared  before  the 
court,  Mr.  Attorney  General  inveighed  bitterly  againft  them 
for  refilling  the  ocith ,  and  when  Mr.  Fuller^  counfel  for  the 
prifoners,  flood  up  to  anfwer,  he  was  commanded  filence, 
and  told,  tnat  far  lefs  crimes  than  theirs  had  been  punilhed 
with  the  gallies  or  perpetual  banijhment ,  which  latter  he 
thought  proper  for  them,  provided  it  was  in  fome  remote 
place  from  whence  they  might  not  return.f  From  the  Star- 
chamber  they  were  remitted  back  to  the  high  commiffion, 

• 

*  Hid.  Gr.  Rebellion,  vol.  i.  8vo.  p.  68,  & c. 
f  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  360. 


where 


CHAP.  VIII.  OF  THE  PURITANS.  457 

where  Bancroft  had  a  long  argument  with  Cartwright  about 
the  oath;  from  thence  they  were  returned  again  to  the  Star- 
chamber ,  and  a  bill  was  exhibited  againft  them  with  twenty 
articles;*  in  anfwer  to  which  they  maintain,  that  their  aflo- 
ciations  were  very  ufeful,  and  not  forbidden  by  any  law  of 
the  realm;  that  they  exercifed  no  jurifdittion,  nor  moved 
any  fedition,  nor  tranfafted  any  allairs  in  them,  but  with  a 
due  regard  to  their  duty  to  their  prince,  and  to  the  peace 
of  the  church;  that  they  had  agreed  upon  fome  regulations 
to  render  their  miniftry  more  edifying,  but  all  was  voluntary, 
and  in  breach  of  no  law;  and  as  for  the  oath ,  they  refufed 
it  not  in  contempt  of  the  court,  but  as  contrary  to  the  laws 
of  God  and  nature. 

But  this  anfwer  not  being  fatisfa&ory,  they  w^ere  remanded 
to  prifon,  where  they  continued  two  years  without  any 
further  procefs,  or  being  admitted  to  bail;  in  the  meantime 
King  James  of  Scotland  interceded  for  them,  in  a  letter  to 
the  Queen,  dated  June  12th,  1591,  in  which  he  requefts 
her  majefty  to  {hew  favour  to  Mr.  Cartwright  and  his  bre¬ 
thren,  becaufe  of  their  great  learning  and  faithful  travels 
in  the  gofpel.J  Cartwright  himfelf  petitioned  for  his  liberty, |{ 
as  being  afflifted  with  exceffive  pains  of  the  gout  and  fciatica , 
which  were  much  increafed  by  lying  in  a  cold  prilon;  he 
wrote  a  mod  humble  and  pious  letter  to  the  Lady  Rujfel ,  and 
another  to  the  lord  treafurer,  befeeching  them  to  procure 
his  enlargement  with  the  Queen,  though  it  were  upon  bond, , 
expreffing  a  very  great  concern  that  her  majefty  fliould  be 
fo  highly  offended  with  him,  fince  he  had  printed  no  books 
for  thirteen  years  paft,  that  could  give  the  leaft  uneafmefs; 
fince  he  had  declared  his  diflike  of  Martin  Mar-Prelate ; 
and  that  he  never  had  a  finder  in  any  of  the  books  under 
that  name,  nor  in  any  other  fatyrical  pamphlets;  and  further, 
that  in  the  courfe  of  his  miniftry  for  five  years  paft  at  War¬ 
wick  he  had  avoided  all  controverfy.  Dr.  Goad ,  Dr.  Whi¬ 
taker  ^  and  two  others  of  the  univerfity,  wrote  an  excellent 
letter];  to  the  treafurer  in  favour  of  the  prifoners,  befeeching 
his  lordfliip  that  they  might  not  be  more  hardly  dealt  with 

*  Ibid.  b.  iv.  rec.  4.  f  Life  of  Aylmer,  p.  321. 
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than  papifts;  but  this  not  prevailing,  after  fix  months  they 
petitioned  the  lords  of  the  council  [Dec.  4th,  i  con  to  be 
enlarged  upon  bail,  and  wrote  to  the  treafurer  to  fecond  it 
aimring  his  lordfliip  of  their  loyalty  to  the  Queen,  and 
peaceable  -behaviour  in  the  church.  “  We  doubt  not  (fay 
“  they)  but  your  lordfliip  isfenfible,,  that  a  year’s  imprifon- 
“  ment  a,id  more  which  we  have  fuffered,  mull  flrike  deeper 
“  into  cur  healths,  confidering  our  education,  than  a  number 
“  of  years  to  men  of  a  different  occupation.  Your  lord- 
“  fhip  knows,  that  many  papifts  who  deny  the  Queen’s 
“  fupremacy  have  been  enlarged,  whereas  we  have  all  fworn 
“  to  mid  if  the  government  require,  are  ready  to  take 
“  the  oath  again.”  This  was  figned  by 

Tho.  Cartwright ,  Edward  Lord, 

Hump.  Fen ,  Edmund  Snaps, 

Andrew  King,  Wm.  Proudiove, 

Dan.  M  ight,  Melanchton  Jewel. 

John  Payne, 


They  alfp  applied  to  the  archbifhop,  who  refufed  to  con- 
fent  to  their  enlargement,  unlefs  they  would  under  their 
hands  declare  the  church  of  England  to  be  a  true  church, 
and  the  whole  order  of  publick  prayers,  &c.  confonant  to 
the  wrord  of  God,  and  renounce  for  the  future  all  their 
affemblies,  claffes  and  fynods;  which  they  declined.  Thefe 
applications  proving  ineffe<ftual,  they  refolved  at  Jaft  to  ad- 
drefs  the.  Queen  herfelf,  for  which  purpofe  they  drew  up 
a  declaration,  containing  a  full  anfwer  to  the  feveral  charges 
brought  againft  them.* 

It  was  not  till  i'ome  time  after  this  that  Mr.  Cartwright 
was  releafed, §  upon  promife  of  his  quiet  and  peaceable 
behaviour,  and  reftored  to  his  hofpital  in  Warwick,  where 
he  continued  without  further  difturbance  the  reft  of  his 
days 5  but  many  of  his  brethren  continued  under  fufpenfion  - 

*  See  the  Appendix,  No.  V. 

$  It  fhould  be  obferved  here,  that  Mr.  Cartwright  was  indebted  for  his 
liberty  to  the  fervices  of  Archbifhop  Whit  gift,  who  had  been  his  old  ac¬ 
quaintance  at  Trinity  college,  and  had  arefpeft  for  his  abilities,  and  it  was 
alfo  faid,  “  feared  the  fuccefs  in  fo  tough  a  conflict.” 

Fuller’s  Church  Hiflory,  b.  ix.  p.  204. 
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while  their  families  were  ftarving,  as  the  Reverend  Mr. 
Fenner  of  Cranbrook  fufpended  feven  years,  Mr.  Leverwood 
of  Manchelfea  feven  years,  Mr.  Percival  Hyburne  of  Ro- 
chefler  five  years,  Mr.  Rockeray  prebendary  of  Rochejier 
four  years,  Mr.  Barber  of  Bow-Church ,  London ,  two  years 
fix  months,  Mr.  Field  of  Aldcrmary ,  London ,  Mr.  Smith 
le&urer  of  St.  Clements ,  whofe  printed  fermons  were  a  fa¬ 
mily  book  all  over  England  many  years;*  Mr.  Travers  of 
the  Temple ,  Mr.  Colfet  of  Eajlon  on  the  jF////,  Mr.  Settle  of 
Buxffead ,  Suffolk ,  Mr.  Gellibrand ,  Dyke ,  Fleming ,  Mr.  Kendal \ 
Mr.  Hubbock  of  Oxford ,  with  many  others  whofe  names  are 
before  me.  Mr.  Hubbock  was  an  excellent  divine,  and  was 
called  before  the  commiffion  for  faying,  that  a  great  noble - 
?ra/z  ( meaning  the  archbijhop )  had  kneeled  down  to  her  majejly 
for  flaying  and  hindring  her  intent  to  reform  religion .  But 
his  grace  not  being  willing  to  infift  upon  this,  commanded 
him  to  fubferibe,  and  in  cafe  of  refufal  to  enter  into  bonds 
not  to  preach  any  more,  nor  to  come  within  ten  miles  of 
Oxford ;  which  Mr.  Hubbock  declined,  faying,  “  He  had 
“  rather  go  to  prifon  than  confent  to  be  filent  from  preach- 
ing,  unlefs  he  was  convinced  that  he  had  taught  falfe 
cc  doftrine,  or  committed  any  fault  worthy  of  bonds. — 
Sir  Francis  Knollys  and  the  Treafurer  interceded  for  him 
but  to  no  purpofe;  upon  which  Sir  Francis  wrote  back  to 
the  treafurer  in  thefe  words;  “  You  know  how  greatly, 
yea,  and  tyrannoufly  the  arch-bifhop  hath  urged  fubferip- 
u  tion  to  his  own  articles  without  law — and  that  he  has 
claimed  in  the  right  of  all  the  bifhops  a  fuperiority  over 
“  the  inferior  cler  gy  from  God's  own  ordinance ,  in  prejudice 
**  to  her  majefty’s  fupreme  government,  though  at  prelent  he 
fays  he  does  not  claim  it,  therefore  in  my  opinion  he  ought 
46  openly  to  retraft  it.” 

Thefe  high  proceedings  of  the  commiffioners  brought  their 
powers  under  examination;  molt  were  of  opinion  that  they 
exceeded  the  law,  but  fome  thought  the  very  court  itfelf  was 
illegal,  imagining  the  Queen  could  not  delegate  her  fupre- 
macy  to  others.  Mr.  Cawdrey ,  late  minifter  of  Luff  ngham 
in  Suffolk ,  had  been  fufpended  by  the  bifliop  of  London  for 

f  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  341,  342. 
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refuting  ^ie  oat^  ex  officio-,  but  not  acquiefcing  in  his  lord- 
lhip  s  lentence,  the  bifliop  fummoned  him  before  the  high 
commillioners,  who  deprived  him  for  non-conformity  and 
lack  of  learning,  and  gave  away  his  living  to  another,  though 
Mr.  Cawdery  was  one  of  the  moft  learned  clergymen,  and 
belt  preachers  in  the  country,  and  offered  to  give  proof  of 
his  learning  before  his  judges.  When  this  would  not  be 
accepted  he  pleaded  with  tears  his  wife  and  eight  poor  chil¬ 
dren  that  had  no  maintenance;  but  the  hearts  of  the  com- 
miffioners  not  being  mollified,  Mr.  Cawdery  was  advifed  to 
appeal  to  the  court  of  exchequer,  and  proceed  againft  the  chap¬ 
lain  that  had  poffellion  of  his  living;  on  this  occafion  the  jurif- 
diftion  of  the  court  was  argued  before  all  the  judges  in 
Hilary  term ,  1 591.*  Dr.  Aubrey  the  civilian  confeffed, 
•that  their  proceedings  were  not  warrantable  by  the  letter  of 
the  ftatute  iff  Eliz .  but  were  built  upon  the  old  canon 
law  ftill  in  force;  though  it  has  been  fliewn  that  their  pro¬ 
ceeding  by  way  of  inquifition  was  warranted  by  no  law  at 
ail;  but  the  judges  confirmed  the  proceedings  of  the  court, 
and  left  Mr.  Cawdery  with  his  large  family  to  ftarve  as  a 
layman.  The  fuit  colt  Mr.  Cawdery' s  friends  a  round  fum 
of  money,  betides  two  and  twenty  journies  which  he  made 
to  London.  But  it  was  a  brave  Hand  for  the  rights  of  the 
fubjett,  and  daggered  the  archbilhop  fo  much,  that  he  de¬ 
clined  the  bufinefs  of  the  commiffion  afterwards,  and  fent 
molt  of  his  prifoners  to  the  Star-chamber. 

While  thefe  caufes  were  depending,  fundry  books  were 
written  for  and  againft  the  oath  ox  officio-,  among  others  Mr. 
Morrice,  attorney  of  the  court  of  wards,  and  member  of 
parliament,  published  a  learned  treatife,  to  prove  that  no  pre¬ 
lates,  or  ecclefiaftical  judges,  have  authority  to  compel  any 
fubject  of  the  land  to  an  oath,  except  in  caufes  teftamentary 
or  matrimonial ;  and  he  gives  thefe  reafons  for  it,  Becaufe  it 
is  againft  the  word  of  Goo : — It  was  never  allowed  by  any  ge¬ 
neral  council  for  athoufand  years  after  Chrift: — It  was  forbid- 

* 

den  by  the  pagan  emperors  againft  the  chriftians: — It  is  againft 
the  pope’s  decretals  except  in  cafes  of  herefy,  and  where  there 
is  danger  to  the  accufer,  and  not  otherwife: — -It  is  againft 

*  Heyl.  Hilt.  Prelb.  p.  318. 
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the  laws  of  the  realm;— and,  Becaufe  it  is  againft  the  Queen’s 
prerogative^  Mor rice's  book  was  anfwered  by  Dr.  Lojins 
a  civilian,  in  his  apology  for  the  eccleftaftical  proceeding  to 
which  Morrice  had  prepared  a  reply,  but  the  archbiihop 
bearing  of  it,  fent  for  him,  and  forbad  the  publication.— 
The  attorney  complained  of  this  ufage  to  the  treaiurer  m 
thefe  words;  “  Cofins  may  write  at  his  pleafure  of  cccle- 
«  fiaftical  courts  without  check  or  controulment,  though 
“  never  fo  erroneoully;  but  I  poor  man,  fuch  is  my  ill  hap, 
“  may  not  maintain  the  right  caufe  of  juftice  without  feme 
“  blot  or  blemilh.”  But  this  was  his  grace’s  flionelt  way 

of  ending  controverfies.  , 

Though  Mr.  Cartwright  and  his  brethren  above-men¬ 
tioned  had  the  refolution  to  lie  in  gaol  for  two  yeats,  rather 
than  take  the  oath  ex  officio ,  others  out  of  weaknefs,  or  fome 
other  principle,  yielded  to  it,  and  difeovered  their  claps , 
with  the  names  of  thole  that  were  prefent  at  them:||  Among 
thefe  were  Mr.  Stone ,  rector  of  Warkton  in  NorthajnptonJhirt  ; 
Mr.  Henry  Jil-vey^  fellow  of  St.  John  s,  Cambridge ;  Mr* 
Thomas  Edmunds ,  Mr.  William  Perkins ,  Mr.  Littleton ,  John- 
[on,  Barbar ,  Cleavely ,  and  Nutter .  Thefe  divines  confeffed 
upon  examination,  that  they  had  feveral  meetings  with  their 
brethren  in  London,  atthehoufes  of  Mr.  Travers ,  Egertcn , 
Gardner ,  and  Barber ,  that  there  had  been  affemblies  of 
minifters  in  Cambridge ,  Northa?nptonJhire  and  If  arwickfhi)  e ; 
that  at  thefe  meetings  there  were  ufually  between  twelve 
and  twenty  minifters  prefent;  that  they  had  a  moderator; 
that  they  "began  and  ended  with  prayer;  and  that  their 
ufual  debates  were,  how  far  they  might  comply  with  the 
eftablHhment  rather  than  forego  their  miniftry;  here  they 
revifed  their  book  of  difeipline ,  and  confulted  of  peaceable 
methods  in  fubor dination  to  the  laws  for  promoting  a  refor¬ 
mation  in  the  church,  and  how  far  they  might  exercife  their 
own  platform  in  the  mean  time:  but  the  worft  part  of  their 
confeffion  was  their  difeovering  the  names  of  the  brethren 
that  were  prefent,  which  brought  them  into  trouble.  The 
reafons  they  gave  for  taking  the  oath  were,  Becaufe  it  was 
adminifteredby  a  lawful  ^agiflrate: — Becaufe  the  magiflrate 

f  Life  of  Whitgiftj  p.  340.  h  Life  of  Whitgift,  p..  371. 
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had  a  right  to  fearch  out  the  truth  in  matters  relating  to  the 
p  lck  fafety Becaufe  it  was  impoffible  to  keep  thmgs  anv 

CSS"  krS  °f  thC  brCthren  befnTn! 

n-  f,  Ltc-Ule  there  was  nothing  criminal  in  their 

thrm  rl"8’  ^  ^  maS,ftrate  might  fufpeft  worfe  things  of 
em  than  were  true;  and  though  their  confeffions  might 

rmg  fome-mto  trouble,  they  might  deliver  others  who 
were  fufpected.  How  far  thefe  reafons  will  juftify  the  con- 

|  kave  W't1h  the  tender;  but  it  is  certain  they  pur- 
chafed  their  own  liberties  at  the  expence  of  their  brethren’s- 

or  t  hey  Had  the  favour  to  be  difiniffed,  and  lived  without 
difturbance  afterwards. 

d£°  ™fl?p«ritans  odious  to  the  publick,  all  enthufiafts 
lout  duhnehou  were  ranked  among  them;  even  Hacket 
and  his  two  prophets,  Arthington  and  CoppingerA  Hacket 
was  a  blafphemous,  ignorant  wretch,  who  could  not  fo  much 
as  lead;  he  pretended  to  be  King  Jefus,  and  to  fet  up  his 
empire  m  the  room  of  the  Queen’s,  who  (he  faid)  was  no 
rengei  LO  be  Queen  of  England.  He  defaced  her  maiefty’s 
and  itaobed  her  pifture  through  with  his  dagger,  in 
le  iioule  where  he  lodged.  Being  apprehended  "and  put 
upon  the  racK,  he  confefled  every  thing  they  would  have 
mi,  ana  upon  his  trial  pleaded  guilty,  declaring  he  was 
moved  thereunto  by  the  /pint;  he  was  hanged  July  1 8th. 
and  dieci  raving  like  a  madman.  Goppinger  ftarved  himfelf 
m  prnon,  but  Arihington  lived  to  recover  his  fenfes,  and  was 
pardoned.  Dr.  Nichols  lays,  that  by  the  felicitations  of 
them  men  the  puritans  ftirred  up  the  people  to  rebellion, 
their  defig n  being  communicated  to  Cartwright ,  Egerton  and 
Wiggington ;  §  whereas  there  was  not  a  Angle  puritan  con¬ 
cerned  with  them.  ^  Fuller^  the  hiftorian  fpeaks  candidly  of 
the  matte i ,  lius  bufineis  or  Hacket  ( fays  he)  happened 
unfeafonably  for  the  prefbyterians;  true  it  is,  they  as 
cordially  detailed  his  blafphemies  as  any  of  the  epifcopal 
party;  and  fuch  of  them  as  loved  Hacket  the  non-con- 
cc  formill,  abhorred  Hacket  the  heretick,  after  he  had 
mounted  to  fo  high  a  pitch  of  impiety.’*  However,  Mr. 

X  Stiype  s  Ann,  vol.  ult.  p.  71.  §  Pierce’s  Vindic.  p.  140. 

|1  B.  ix.  p,  ao 6. 
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Cartwright  wrote  an  apology  for  himfelf  and  his  brethren 
againft  the  afperfions  of  Dr.  Sut  cliff,  in  which  he  declares, 
he  had  never  feen  Hacket  nor  Arthington ,  nor  ever  had 
any  conference  with  them  by  letter  or  meffage.  Had  there 
been  any  ground  for  this  vile  charge,  we  fhould  no  doubt 
have  found  it  among  their  articles  of  impeachment. 

At  the  opening  of  the  new  parliament,  Feb.  19^? 
Queen  fignified  her  pleafure  to  the  houfe,  that  tney  might 
redrefs  fuch  popular  grievances  as  were  complained  of  in 
their  feveral  counties,  but  Jhould  leave  all  matters  of  Jlate 
to  herfef  and  the  council ;  and  all  matters  relating  to  the 
church  to  herfef  and  the  bifops.  What  an  infignificant  thing 
is  a  reprefentative  body  of  the  nation,  that  muff  not  meddle 
with  matters  of  church  or  ftate!  But  her  majefty  was  re- 
folved  to  let  them  fee  {lie  would  be  obeyed,  for  when  Mr. 
Wentworth  and  Bromley  moved  the  houfe  to  addrefs  the 
Queen  to  name  her  fucceflor,  fhe  fent  for  them,  together 
with  Mr.  Weljh  and  Stevens ,  and  committed  them  to  prifon, 
where  Wentworth  remained  many  years.f  When  it  was 
moved  in  the  houfe  to  addrefs  the  Queen  for  the  releafe  of 
their  members,  it  was  anfwered  by  thofe  privy  counfellors 
that  were  of  the  houfe,  Thai  her  majefty  had  committed  them 
for  caufes  be  ft  known  to  h  erf  elf ;  that  the  houfe  muft  not  call 
the  Queen  to  account  for  what  ffc  did  of  her  royal  authority ; 
that  the  caufes  of  their  rejiraint  might  be  high  and  dangerous ; 
that  her  majefty  did  not  like  fuch  queflions ,  nor  did  it  become 
the  houfe  to  deal  in  fuch  matters . 

After  this  it  was  a  bold  adventure  of  Mr  .Attorney  Morrice,  || 
and  for  which  he  paid  very  dear,  to  move  the  houfe,  to 
enquire  into  the  proceedings  of  the  bifhops  in  their  fpiritual 
courts ,§  and  how  far  they  could  juflify  their  inquifition ,  their 
fubferiptions ,  their  binding  the  Queen* s  fubjecls  to  their  good 
behaviour  contrary  to  the  laws  of  God  and  of  the  realm ;  their 
compelling  men  to  take  oaths  to  accufe  t hen f elves ;  and  upon 
their  refufal  to  degrade ,  deprive ,  and  imprifon  them  at  pleafure , 


*  Heyl.  Hid.  Prefb.  p.  319. 

|{  Fnis  dep  of  Mr.  Attorney  Morrice  is  deferibed  in  more  proper  and 
happy  language  by  Dr.  Warner :  who  calls  it  “  a  noble  attempt  in  favour 
u  of  religious  liberty.”  Ed. 

,  -  j  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  386-7.. 
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and  not  to  re/cafe  them  till  they  had  complied .  At  the  fame 
tnne  he  offered  two  bills  to  the  houfe;  one  againft  the  oath 
ex  officio  y  and  the  other  againft  their  illegal  imprifonments; 
which  laft  he  prayed  might  be  read  prefently.  Sir  Francis 
Knollys  feconded  the  attorney,  and  faid,  “  That  in  his  opi- 
J  nion  thefe  abides  ought  to  be  reformed;  and  that  if  the 
prelates  had  afted  againft  law  they  were  in  a  prcemunire,^ 
“  He  added,  that  after  the  reformation  of  King  Henry  VIII. 

no  biff  op  p  raft  1  fed  fuperiority  over  his  brethren;  that  in 
(c  King  Edward  Vlth’s  time  a  ftatute  was  made,  that  biff  ops 
ffould  keep  their  courts  in  the  King’s  name;  and  that 
thougn  this  ftatute  was  repealed  by  Queen  Alary ,  and 
^  not  fmce  revived,  yet  it  was  doubtful  what  authority 
□iff ops  had  to  keep  courts  in  their  own  name ,  becaufe  it 
fC  was  manifeftly  againft  the  prerogative  that  any  fubjeft 
ffould  hold  a  court,  without  exprels  warrant  from  the 
crown.  It  it  was  faid,  they  kept  their  courts  by  pre- 
“  fcription,  or  by  the  ftatute  of  King  Henry  VIII.  which 
gives  biff  ops  the  fame  rule  under  the  King  as  they  had 
“  under  the  pope,  he  anfwered,  that  there  was  a  claufe  in 
the  aft  which  reftrains  them  from  offending  againft  the 
King’s  prerogative,  and  the  laws  and  cuftoms  of  the  realm; 
and  according  to  the  laws  and  cuftoms  of  the  realm,  no 
“  fubjeft  can  hold  a  court  but  by  fpecial  warrant  from  the 
<c  crown.”  Mr.  Beal  ipoke  upon  the  fame  fide,  and  added, 

1  hat  the  biff  ops  had  incurred  a  pr&munire ,  becaufe  the 
“  ftatute  of  13  Eliz.  requires  fubfcription  to  articles  of  faith 
**  only;  that  this  limitation  was  made  by  the  lords  after  the 
bill  had  paffed  the  commons;  and  that  no  councils  nor 
canons  gave  authority  to  the  biffops  to  frame  articles, 
and  require  fubfcription  at  their  pleafure.”  For  which 
fpeech  the  Queen  forbad  him  the  court,  and  commanded 
him  to  abfent  from  parliament. 

Thefe  debates  awakened  the  civilians  in  the  houfe,  and 
particularly  Mr.  Daulton ,  who  oppofed  the  reading  of  the 
bill,  becaufe  the  Queen  had  often  forbid  them  to  meddle 
with  the  reformation  of  the  church;  which  Sir  Robert  Cecily 
one  of  her  majefty’s  fecretaries,  confirmed. 

1 

§  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  388. 
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As  foon  as  the  Queen  was  acquainted  with  the  proceed¬ 
ings  of  the  houfe  fhe  fent  for  the  fpeaker  Coke  ,*  and  com¬ 
manded  him  to  tell  the  houfe,  “  That  it  was  wholly  in  her 
“  power  to  call,  to  determine,  to  affent  or  diffent,  to  any 
tc  thing  done  in  parliament;  that  the  calling  of  this  was 
only,  that  fuch  as  neglefted  the  fervice  of  the  church 
“  might  be  compelled  to  it  with  fome  {harp  laws;  and  that 
cc  the  fafety  of  her  majefly’s  perfon  and  the  realm  might  be 
cc  provided  for;  that  it  was  not  meant  that  they  fhould  med- 
cc  die  with  matters  of  {fate  or  caufes  ecclefiaftical;  that  {he 
cc  wondered  they  fliould  attempt  a  thing  fo  contrary  to  her 
46  commandment;  that  Ihe  was  highly  offended  at  it;  and 
“  that  it  was  her  royal  pleafure,  that  no  bill,  touching  any 
“  matters  of  {fate  and  caufes  ecclefiaftical,  fliould  be  there 
exhibited. §  At  the  fame  time  Mr.  Attorney  Morrice  was 
feized  on  in  the  houfe  by  aferjeant  at  arms,  difcharged  from 
his  office  in  the  court  of  the  dutchy  of  Lcincafter ,  difabled 
from  any  practice  in  his  profeffion  as  a  barriffer  at  law, 
and  kept  for  fome  years  prifoner  in  Tutbury  Caftle . 

If  there  had  been  a  juft  fpirit  of  Englifh  liberty  in  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  they  would  not  have  fubmitted  fo  tamely 
to  the  infults  of  an  arbitrary  court,  which  arrefted  their  mem¬ 
bers  for  liberty  of  fpeech,  and  committed  them  to  prifon; 
which  forbad  their  redreffing  the  grievances  of  church  or 
{fate,  and  fent  for  their  bills  out  of  the  houfe  and  cancelled 
them.  Thefe  were  fuch  affs  of  fovereign  power  as  none 
of  her  majefty’s  predeceflors  had  dared  to  affume,  and  which 
coft'  one  of  her  fucceffors  his  crown  and  life. 

But  this  parliament,  inftead  of  afierting  their  own  and 
the  people’s  liberties,  ftands  upon  record  for  one  of  the 
fever  eft  afts  of  oppreffion  and  cruelty  that  ever  wras  paffed 
by  the  reprefentatives  of  a  proteftant  nation,  and  a  free 
people.  It  is  entitled,  An  aft  for  the  punijhment  of  per - 
fons  objlinately  refufmg  to  come  to  church ,  and  perfuading 
others  to  impugn  the  Queen's  auth  Aty  in  ecclefiaftical  caufes. 


*■  Heyl.  Hid.  Prefb.  p.  320. 

5  This,  fays  Dr.  Warner ,  “  was  the  meffage  of  a  Queen  to  the  Houfe 
“  of  Commons,  whofe  reign  affords  fuch  fabje&s  of  panegyrick  to  thofe 
“  who  would  be  thought  patriots,  and  patrons  of  liberty,0  in  the  prelent 
“  age.,?  Ecclefiaftical  Hiltory,  vol.  ill.  p,  464.  Ed. 
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It  is  therein  enacted,  “  That  if  any  perfon  above  the 

«  UP  °\  lxteen  lhal!  obfhinately  refufe  to  repair  to  fome 
^  t'.IUrc1’  c^apel,  or  ufual  place  of  common  prayer,  to  hear 
t£  1  lvinc  fa  vice,  tor  the  fpace  of  one  month ,  without  lawful 

t,  c.a.  j  °r  lhail  ac  any  time,  forty  days  after  the  end  of 
this  fellion,  by  printing,  writing,  or  exprefs  words,  go 

<£  abTn  t0  Perfuiide  any  of  her  majefty’s  fubjefts  to  deny 
withltand,  or  impugn  her  majefty’s  power  or  authority  in 
caules  eccleliaftical;  or  fhall  diffuade  them  from  comino- 
“  to  church,  to  hear  divine  fervice,  or  receive  the  toin- 
“  munion  according  as  the  law  directs;  or  {hall  be  prefent 
at  any  unlawful  aftembly,  conventicle,  or  meeting,  under 
“  colour  or  Pretence  of  any  exercife  of  religion ;  that  every 
“  Perfon  lo  offending,  and  lawfully  convicted,  fhall  be  com- 
“  m,tted  t0  prifon  without  bail,  till  they  fhall  conform  and 
“  yield  themfelves  to  come  to  church,  and  make  the  follow- 
“  ing  declaration  of  their  conformity: 


“  I  A.  B.  do  humbly  confefs  and  acknowledge,  that 
“  I  have  grievoufly  offended  God,  in  contemning  her  ma- 
“  jefty’s  godly  and  lawful  government  and  authority,'  by 
“  abfenting  myfelf  from  church,  and  from  hearing  divine 
“  fervice,  contrary  to  the  godly  laws  and  ftatutes  of  the 
“  realm,  and  in  frequenting  diforderly  and  unlawful  con- 
“  venticles,  unddr  pretence  and  colour  of  exercife  of  reli- 
“  gion;  and  I  am  heartily  forry  for  the  fame,  and  do  ac- 
“  knowledge  and  teftify  in  my  confcience,  that  no  other 
“  perfon  has  or  ought  to  have  any  power  or  authority  over 
“  her  majefty.  And  I  do  promife  and  proteft,  without  any 
“  diffimulation,  or  colour  of  difpenfation,  that  from  hence* 
“  forth  I  will  obey  her  majefty’s  ftatutes  and  laws  in  repair- 
“  ing  to  church  and  hearing  divine  fervice;  and  to  my  ut* 
“  molt  endeavour  will  maintain  and  defend  the  fame.” 


“  But  in  cafe  the  offenders  againft  this  ftatute,  being  law* 
“  fully  convicted,  fhall  not  fubmit  and  fign  the  declaration 
“  within  three  months,  then  they  fhall  abjure  the  realm 
“  and  go  into  perpetual  banishment. §  And  if  they 

§  It  is  remarkable,  that  there  is  a  provifo  in  this  ftatute,  that  no  popish 
recusant  fhall  be  compelled  or  bound  to  abjure  by  -■ virtue  of  this 
Such  was  her  majefty’s  tendemefs  for  the  papifts,  while  Ihe  was  cruftring 
proteft  ant  diffenters*  Neal’s  Review.  Ed.  46  f 
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“  do  not  depart  within  the  time  limited  by  the  quarter  fcf- 
“  fious,  or  juflices  of  peace;  or  if  they  return  at  any  time 
“  afterwards  without  the  Queen’s  licence,  they  flia.ll  suffer 

“  DEATH  WITHOUR  BENEFIT  OF  CLERGY.”  So  that  US 

the  Lord  Chancellor  King  obferved  at  the  trial  of  Dr. 
Sachevcrel,  the  cafe  of  the  non-conformifts  by  this  aft  was 
worfe  than  that  of  felons  at  common  law,  for  thefe  were 

allowed  the  benefit  of  clergy,  but  the  others  were  not. _ 

This  ffatute  was  levelled  againlf  the  laity  as  well  as  the  clergy; 
and  the  fevere  execution  of  it  with  that  of  the  23d  of  Eliz. 
in  this  and  the  following  reigns, §  brought  infinite  mifchiefs 
upon  the  kingdom;  many  families  being  forced  into  banifli- 
ment;  fome  put  to  death,  as  in  cafes  of  trcafon ;  and  others 
as  the  authors  of  /editions  pamphlets.* 

The  moderate  puritans  made  a  fluff  to  evade  the  force  of 
this  law,  by  coming  to  church  when  common  prayer  was 
almoft  over,  and  by  receiving  the  facrament  in  fome  churches 
where  it  was  adminiflered  with  fome  latitude;  but  the  weight 

°f  u  fclij  uPon  tlie  feparatijis,  who  renounced  all  commu¬ 
nion  with  the  church  in  the  word  and  facraments  as  well 
as  in  the  common  prayer  and  ceremonies;  thefe  were  called 
brownists  or  barrowists,  from  one  Barrow  a  gentle¬ 
man  of  the  Temple ,  who  was  now  at  their  head.  We  have 

§  “  Thefe  laws  are  Hill  put  in  execution ;  and  about  three  vears  urn  in 
Cornwall,  a  poor/ellow,  a  diffenter,  was  libelled  in  the  fpiritnal  court  for 
not  attending  divine  worlhip  at  his  parilli  church  on  Sundly  He  had  not 
taken  the  oaths  required  by  the  toleration  art;  but  it  being  'a  fuffici  m  de 
fence  to  take  them  at  any  time  during  the  perfection,  he  appUed  to  the 
magiftrates  of  the  county  at  their  quarter-feffions,  who  illegally  refil  l 
adminijler  them-.  The  confequence  was,  that  he  was  excommunicated  — 
Upon  a  reprefentation  of  the  committee  in  London  for  takinn  care  of  the 
civil  concerns  of  the  diilenters  the  chiimnn  nf  th  f  ir  ‘  k  K  °  T  the 
the  error  of  the  juftices,  and  thi 

but  it  was  then  too  later  High  Church  Politicks,  p.  69.  £? 

*  Dr.  Warner  remarks  on  this  ftatute  <<  Thar  •  r 
“  were  renewed  the  days  of  Henry  VIII  •’  when  it  «  "•  f°me  'Peafure 

-  date  to  depart  ever  fo  little  from  the  r’ehgion  of  the  C™  the 

“  fome  Part  of*  this  aft,  (he  exceeded  her  fatWs  tvrannv  F  8'.’ >  ^  111 
“  he  was,  be  contented  himfelf  witli  punilhinv  filch  -T  /  ,ab(0‘utc  as 
“  blilhed  religion  by  fome  overt  aft  t  H  •  as  °PP°r«l  the  efta- 

»  were  obliged  to  make  an  onen  >ut^  hls  nfw  ^tute,  the  fubjefts 

"  eilablifhed  fervice.”  Eccles.  Hiltory!  vo^ii.  at^dance  on  tbe 
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given  an  account  of  their  diftinguifhing  principles  in  the 
year  1580,  fmce  which  time  their  numbers  wTere  prodigioufly 
increaled,  though  the  bilhops  purfued  them,  and  fliut  them 
up  in  priion  without  bail,  or  troubling  themfelves  to  bring 
them  to  a  trial.  Sir  Walter  Raleigh  declared  in  the  parlia¬ 
ment  houfe,  that  they  were  not  lefs  than  20,000,  divided 
into  feveral  congregations  in  Norfolk ,  in  Effex,  and  in  the 
parts  about  London :  There  were  feveral  confiderable  men  now 
at  their  head,  as  the  Reverend  Mr.  Smith,  Mr.  Jacob ,  the 
learned  Mr.  Ainfworth,  the  rabbi  of  his  age,  and  others. 

The  congregation  about  London ,  being  pretty  numerous, 
formed  themfelves  into  a  church,  Mr.  Francis  Johnfon  being 
chofen  pallor  by  the  fuffrage  of  the  brotherhood,  Mr. 
Grcenhood  doctor,  f  or  teacher]  Mr.  Bozeman  and  Lee  dea¬ 
cons,  Mr.  Studley  and  Kinafton  elders,  all  in  one  day,  at  the 
houfe  of  Mr.  Fox  in  Nicholas-lame  in  the  year  1592,-j-  feven 
perfons  were  baptized  at  the  fame  time  without  godfathers  or 
godmothers ,  Mr.  Johnfon  only  walking  their  faces  with  water, 
and  pronouncing  the  form,  I  baptize  thee  in  the  name ,  &c. 
The  Lord’s  Supper  was  alfo  adminiftered  in  this  manner; 
live  white  loaves  being  fet  upon  the  table,  the  pajior  bleffed 
them  by  prayer,  after  which,  having  broken  the  bread,  he 
delivered  it  to  fome,  and  the  deacons  to  the  reft,  fome  Hand¬ 
ing  and  others  fitting  about  the  table,  ufing  the  words  of 
the  apoftle,  1  Cor .  xi.  24.  Take ,  eat,  this  is  the  body  of  the 
Lord  Jefus ,  which  was  broken  for  you:  This  do  in  remem¬ 
brance  of  him .  In  like  manner  he  gave  the  cup,  ufing  the 
like  words  of  the  apoftle,  This  cup  is  the  New  T eft  ament  in 
his  blood ;  this  do  ye,  as  oft  as  ye  drink  it ,  in  remembrance  of 
him .  In  the  doth  they  fung  a  hymn,  and  made  a  colleftion 
for  the  poor.  When  any  perfon  came  firft  into  the  church 
lie  made  this  proteftation  or  promife,  that  He  would  walk 
with  them  fo  long  as  they  did  walk  in  the  way  of  the  Lord , 
and  as  far  as  might  be  warranted  by  the  word  of  God . 

The  congregation  being  obliged  to  meet  in  different  * 
places  to  cover  themfelves  from  the  bifhop’ s  officers ,  was  at 
length  difeovered  on  a  Lord’s  day  at  IJiington ,  in  the  very 
fame  place  where  the  proteftant  congregation  met  in  Queen  • 

f  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  iv.  p.  174. 
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Mary9 s  reign;  about  fifty-fix  were  taken  prifoners,  and 
fent  two  by  two  to  the  gaols  about  London ,  where  feveral 
of  their  friends  had  been  confined  for  a  confiderable  time. 

At  their  examination  they  confefled,  that  for  fome  years 
they  had  met  in  the  fields  in  the  fummer-time  ar  five  o’clock 
in  the  morning  of  the  Lord's  day ,  and  in  the  winter  at 
private  houfes;f  that  they  continued  all  day  in  prayer  and 
expounding  the  fcriptures;  that  they  dined  together,  and 
after  dinner  made  a  collection  for  their  diet,  and  fent  the 
remainder  of  the  money  to  their  brethren  in  prifon;  that 
they  did  not  ufe  the  Lord's  Prayer ,  apprehending  it  not 
to  be  intended  by  our  blefied  Saviour  to  be  tiled  as  a  form 
after  the  fending  down  of  the  fpirit  at  Pentecoji .  Their 
adverfaries  charged  them  with  feveral  extravagancies  about 
baptifm ,  marriage ,  lay-preaching ,  &c.  from  which  they  vin¬ 
dicated  themfelves  in  a  very  folid  and  judicious  reply,  {hew¬ 
ing  how  far  they  difowned,  and  with  what  limitations  they 
acknowledged  the  charge.  || 

But  the  bifhops  obferving  no  meafures  with  this  people, 
they  ventured  to  lay  their  cafe  before  the  lords  of  the  coun¬ 
cil  in  an  humble  petition. §  But  the  privy  council  dropt  the 
petition,  being  afraid  to  move  in  an  affair  that  lay  more  im¬ 
mediately  before  the  high  commijfion .  Mr. 

f  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  iii.  p.  579.  ||  MS.  p.  850. 

§  In  this  petition  they  fay,  that  “  Upon  a  careful  examination  of  the 
“  holy  fcriptures,  we  find  the  Englijh  Hierarchy  to  be  dilfonant  from 
cc  Chrilt’s  inftitution,  and  to  be  derived  from  Antichrift,  being  the  fame  the 

“  pope  left  in  this  land,  to  which  we  dare  not  fubjeff  ourfelves. - We 

further  find,  that  God  has  commanded  all  that  believe  the  gofpel  to  walk 
“  in  that  holy  faith  and  order  which  he  has  appointed  in  his  church;  where- 
fore  in  the  reverend  fear  of  his  name  we  have  joined  ourfelves  together, 
and  fubje<5ted  oui  louls  and  bodies  to  thoje  lavjs  a?id  orduiances  '9  and 
“  have  chofen  to  ourfelves  fuch  a  miniftry  of  paftor ,  teacher ,  elders  and 
“  deacons ,  as  Ohrid  has  given  to  his  church  on  earth  to  the  world’s  end, 
"  hoping  for  the  promifed  abidance  of  his  grace  in  our  attendance  upon 
him;  notvjithftanding  any  prohibition  of  men ,  or  vohat  by  men  can  be 

<c  done  unto  us. - We  are  ready  to  prove  our  church  order  to  be  warranted 

“  by  the  word  of  God,  allowable  by  her  maj city’s  laws,  and  no  ways  pre- 
“  judicial  to  her  fovereign  power;  and  to  dif prove  the  publick  hierarchy, 
worth  ip  and  government,,  by  fuch  evidence  of  feripture,  as  our  adver- 
“  faries  {hall  not  be  able  to  withlland ;  protecting,  if  we  fail  herein,  not  only 
“  willingly  to  fultain  fuch  deferved  punifhment  as  fhall  be  inflicted  upon 
f<  us,  but  to  become  conformable  for  the  future;  if  we  overthrow  not  our 
V  adverfaries,  we  will  not  fay  if  our  adverfaries  overcome  us 
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Mr.  Smith,  one  of  their  minifters,  after  lie  had  been  in 
pn  on  twelve  months,  was  called  before  the  commiffioners, 

rbt  WT  he  WOuld  t0  church?  anfwered, 

that  he  fliould  diffemble  and  play  the  hypocrite  if  he  ffiould 

to  it  to  avoid  trouble,  for  he  thought  it  utterly  unlawful; 

to  which  one  of  the  commiffioners  anfwered.  Come  to  church 

and 

€  iBUVnC  Preljtes  land  have  for  along  time  dealt  mod  injurioufly, 

unlawfully,  and  outrageoully  with  us,  by  the  great  power  and  high  au¬ 
thority  they  have  gotten  in  their  hands,  and  ufurped  above  all  the 
publick  courts  judges,  laws  and  charters  of  this  land,  perfecting,  im¬ 
prisoning  and  detaining  at  their  pleafure  our  poor  bodies,  without  any 
trial,  releafe  or  bail ;  and  hitherto  without  any  caufe  either  for  error  or 

crime  direftly  obje&ed. - Some  of  us  they'  have  kept  in  clofe  prifon 

four  or  five  years  with  miferable  ufage,  as  Henry  Barrage  and  John 
Greenwood  now  m  the  Fleet ;  others  they  have  cad  into  Newgate,  and 
aden  with  as  many  irons  as  they  could  bear;  others  into  dangerous  and 
loathiome  gaols,  among  the  mod  facinorous  and  vile  perfons,  where  it  is 
lamentable  to  relate  how  many  of  thefe  innocents  have  perilhed  within 
theie  five  years ;  aged  widows,  aged  men,  and  young  maidens,  &c.  where 
fo  many  as  the  infection  hath  fpared,  lie  in  woful  didrefs,  like  to  follow 
their  fellows,  if  fpeedy  redrefs  be  not  had  ;  others  of  us  have  been  grie- 
voudy  beaten  with  cudgels  in  Bridewell,  and  cad  into  a  place  called  little 
Eafe,  for  refuting  to  come  to  their  chapel  fervice;  in  which  prifon  feveral 
nave  ended  their  lives ;  but  upon  none  of  our  companions  thus  committed 
by  them,  and  dying  in  their  prifon,  is  any  fearch  or  inqued  differed  tq 
pad,  as  by  law  in  like  cafe  is  provided. 

“  Their  manner  of  purfuing  and  apprehending  us  is  with  no  lefs  violence 
and  outrage;  their  purfue<vants ,  with  their  affidants,  break  into  our 
houfes  at  all  times  of  the  night,  where  they  break  open,  ranfack,  and 
rifle  at  their  pleafure,  under  pretence  of  fearching  for  feditious  and  un¬ 
lawful  books.  The  hufbandsin  the  deep  of  the  night  they  have  plucked 

out  of  their  beds  from  their  wives,  and  haled  them  to  prifon. _ Some 

time  fince  their  purfitsnjants,  late  in  the  night,  entered  in  the  Queen’s 
name,  into  an  honed  citizen’s  houfe  upon  Ludgate-Hill,  where,  after  they 
had  at  thdir  pleafure  fearchedand  ranfacked  ail  places,  cheds,  &c.  of  the 
houfe,  they  apprehended  two  of  our  minifters,  Mr.  Francis  Johnfon  and 
John  Greenwood ,  without  any  warrant  at  all,  both  whom,  between  one 
and  two  of  the  o’clock  after  midnight,  they  with  bills  and  daves  led  to 
the  counter  of  Wood-fireet ,  taking  affurance  of  Mr.  Boys ,  the  mafler  of 
the  houfe,  to  be  prifoner  in  his  houfe  till  next  day;  at  which  time  the 
archbifhop,  with  certain  doctors  his  affociates,  committed  them  to  clofe 
prifon,  two  to  the  Clink,  and  the  third  to  the  Fleet,  where  they  now  re¬ 
main  in  didrefs.  Since  this  they  have  cad  into  prifon  Thomas  Settle , 
Daniel  Studley,  and  Nicolas  Lane,  taken  upon  a  Lord’s  day  in  our  affcm- 
bly,  and  fhut  them  up  in  the  Gate -houfe-,  others  of  our  friends  they  are 
in  continual  purfuit  of ;  fo  that  there  is  no  fafety  for  them  in  anv  one 
vlara 
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and  obey  the  Queen's  laws,  and  be  a  dijfemblcr ,  be  a  hypocrite, 
or  a  devil,  if  thou  wilt*  Upon  his  refufal  lie  was  remanded 
to  the  Clink,  and  his  brethren  to  the  Fleet ,  where  by  order 
of  Mr.  Juftice  Young,  one  of  the  commiflioners,  they  were 
flint  up  in  clofe  rooms,  not  being  allowed  the  liberty  of 
the  prifon;  here  they  died  like  rotten  flieep,  fome  of  the 
difeafe  of  the  prifon,  fome  for  want,  and  others  of  infer- 
tious  diftempers.  “  Thefc  bloody  men  [the  eccleliaftical 
“  commiflioners]  (fays  Mr.  Barrowe )  in  his  Application, 
cc  will  allow  us  neither  meat,  drink,  fire,  lodging,  nor  fufl'er 
“  any  whofe  hearts  the  Lord  would  Air  up  for  our  relief, 
“  to  have  any  accefs  to  us,  by  which  means  feventeen  or 
“  eighteen  have  periflied  in  the  noifome  gaols  within  thefe 
“  fix  years; ||  fome  pf  us  had  not  one  penny  about  us  when 
“  we  were  lent  to  prifon,  nor  any  thing  to  procure  a  main- 
“  tenance  for  ourfelves  and  families  but  our  handy  labour 
“  and  trades,  by  which  means  not  only  we  ourfelves,  but 
“  our  families  and  children,  are  undone  and  ftarved.  Their 
“  unbridled  flander;  their  lawlefs  privy  fearches;  their  vio- 
“  lent  breaking  open  houfes;  their  taking  away  whatever 
“  they  think  meet;  and  their  barbarous  ufage  of  women, 
“  children,  fee.  we  are  forced  to  omit  left  we  be  tedious. 
“  That  which  we  crave  for  us  all,  is  the  liberty  to  die 
“  openly,  or  live  openly  in  the  land  of  our  nativity;  if  we 
“  deferve  death  let  us  not  be  clofely  murthered,  yea,  ftarved 
“  to  death  with  hunger  and  cold,  and  ftifled  in  loathfome 


“  We  therefore  humbly  pray,  in  the  name  of  Gad,  and  our  fovereign 
“  the  spueen,  that  we  may  have  the  benefit  of  the  laws,  and  of  the  publick 
chatter  of  the  land,  namely,  that  we  may  be  received  to  bail  till  we  be 
“  by  order  of  law  convifled  of  fome  crime  deferring  bonds.  We  plipht 
unto  your  honours  our  faith  unto  God,  and  our  allegiance  to  her  Majefly 
“  that  we  will  not  commit  any  thing  unworthy  the  gofpel  of  Chrilt,  or  to 
the  difturbance  of  the  common  peace  and  good  order  of  the  land,  and 
“  that  we  will  be  forthcoming  at  fuch  reafonable  warning  as  your  lordfhins 
“  .  JJ  command.  Oh!  Let  us  not  periOi  before  trial  arid  judo-ment  efoe 
“  [ially  imploring  and  crying  out  to  you  for  the  fame— However,  we 
“  hei  e  take  the  Lord  of  heaven  and  earth,  and  his  angels,  together  with 
“  >;°ur  ?wn  confidences,  and  all  perfons  in  all  ages,  to  whom  this  our  fup- 
p  ication  may  come,  to  witnefs  that  we  have  here  truly  advertifed  your 
“  honours  of  our  cafe  and  ufage,  and  have  in  all  humility  offered  our  paufe 

*  Strypc  s  Ann.  vol.  uk.  p.  134.  ||  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  ult.  p.  133s 
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6C  dungeons — 5*  Among  thofe  who  periflied  in  prifon  was 
one  Mr.  Roger  Rippon ,  who  dying  in  Newgate ,  his  fellow- 
prifoners  put  this  infcription  upon  his  coffin: 


66  This  is  the  corps  of  Roger  Rippon ,  a  fervant  of  Chrift, 
and  her  majeily  s  raithful  iubjeftj  who  is  the  laid  of  fixteen 
“  or  feventeen  which  that  great  enemy  of  God,  the  arch- 
bijhop  of  Canterbury  with  his  high  commtffitoners  have  mur- 
thered  in  Newgate  within  thefe  five  gears ,  manifeftly  for 
the  teftimony  of  Jefus  Chrift;  his  foul  is  now  with  the 
cc  Lord,  and  his  blood  cried  for  fpeedy  vengeance  againft 
that  great  enemy  of  the  flints,  and  againft  Mr.  Richard 
cc  TToung ,  [a  juftice  of  peace  in  London J  who  in  this  and 
c-  many  the  like  points  hath  abufed  his  power  'for  the  up- 
holding  of  the  Romifih  antichrift,  prelacy  and  priefthood. 
He  died  A?.  I).  1592. ‘ 

Many  copies  of  this  infcription  were  difperfed  among 
friends,  for  which  fome  were  apprehended  and  confined. 


fthe  privy  council  taking  no  notice  of  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  fupplicatioris,  the  prifoners  in  the  feyeral  gaols  about 
London ,  joined  in  the  petition*  given  below,  to  the  Lord 
ireafurer  Burleigh,  to  which  they  fubfcribed  their  names. 

Among 

f  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  ult.  p.  91. 

*  hbijc  humble  petition  of  many  poor  chrifiians ,  imprifoned  by  the  bijhops 
in  fiundry  prifons  in  and  about  London,  to  the  lord  ireafurer . 

\v  L  humbly  befeech  your  honour,  either  to  grant  us  a  fpeedy  trial 
et  together,  or  fome  free  chriftian  conference,  or  elfe  in  the  mean  while, 
“  that  we  may  be  bailed  according  to  law;  or  elfe  put  into  Bridewell,  or 
,c  fome  other  convenient  place,  where  we  may  be  together  for  our  mutual 
tc  help  and  comfort;  or  if  your  honour  will  not  yourfelf  alone  grant  this 
“  our  requeft,  that  then  it  may  pleafe  you  to  be  a  mean  for  our  fpeedy  relief, 
<c  unto  the  reft  of  her  majefty’s  molt  honourable  privy  council. 

“  3  he  Almighty  God,  that  hath  preferved  your  lordfhip  unto  thefe  hon- 
Ci  ourable  years  in  fo  high  fen  ice  to  our  fovereign  prince,  and  to  the  un- 
<c  fpeakable  comfort  of  this  whole  land,  give  your  honourable  heart  fo 
“  tender  companion  and  careful  confideration  in  equity,  of  the  poor  afflided 
c‘  fervants  of  Chrift,  and  that  (before  the  Lord  plead  againft  this  land  for 
“  AbeP s  innocent  blood  that  is  fired  in  the  feveral  prifons)  your  honour 
“  may  open  your  mouth  for  the  dumb  in  the  caufe  of  the  children  of  [de- 
voted  to]  deftrudion,  [that]  you  may  open  your  mouth  and  judge  righ- 
4<  teoufly,  and  judge  the  caufe  of  the  aftlided;  as  the  people  of  Ifrael  when 
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Among  the  names  fubfcribed  to  this  petition  is  Mr.  Henry 
Bar  rowel  an  ingenious  and  learned  man,  but  of  too  warm  a 
foirit,  as  appears  by  his  book,  entitled,  A  brief  difeovery 
of  falfe  churches ,  printed  1590,  and  reprinted  1707.  lliis 
gentleman  having  been  feveral  years  in  priion,  lent  another 

Implication  to  the  attorney  general  and  privy  council  for  a 
rA  '  conference 
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they  went  to  war  firft  made  pence  with  God,  and  removed  nil  occafion 
whereby  his  wrath  might  be  incenfed,  left  he  fhould  fight  againft  them  in 
battle.  For  if  this  fuppreflion  of  the  truth,  and‘oppreflion  of  Chrift  in  his 
members,  contrary  to  all  law  and  juftice,  be  without  reftrainft  profecuted 
by  the  enemy  in  the  land;  then  not  only  the  perlecuted  {hall  daily  cry 
from  under  the  altar  for  redrefs,  but  God’s  wrath  be  fo  kindled  for  the 
fhedding  the  innocent  blood  of  men,  even  the  blood  of  his  own  fervants 
(of  whom  he  has  faid,  Touch  not  ??iine  anointed)  that  if  A loah,  Daniel , 
and  Job ,  fhould  pray  for  this  people,  yet  fhould  they  not  deliver  them. 

“  Pleafeth  it  then  your  lordfhip  to  underhand,  that  we  her  majefty’s 
loyal,  dutiful,  and  true-hearted  fubjedls,  to  the  number  of  threefcore 
perfons  and  upwards,  have,  contrary  to  all  law  and  equity,  been  impri- 
foned,  feparated  from  our  trades,  wives,  children,  and  families;  yea, 
{hut  up  clofe  prifoners  from  all  comfort,  many  of  us  the  fpace  of  two 
years  and  a  half ,  upon  the  bijhop’’ s  jole  commandment ,  in  great  penury 
and  noifdmnefs  of  the  prifons;  many  ending  their  lives,  never  called  to 
trial;  fome  haled  forth  to  the  feftions;  feme  caft  in  irons  and  dungeons ; 
fome  in  hunger  and  famine  ;  all  of  us  debarred  from  any  lawful  audience 
before  our  honourable  governors  and  magiftrates,  and  from  all  benefit 
and  help  of  the  laws;  daily  defamed  and  falfly  accufed  by  publifhed 
pamphlets,  by  private  fuggeftions,  open  preaching,  flanders,  and  accu- 
fations  ofherefy,  fedition,  fchifm,  and  what  not.  And  above  all,  which 
molt  utterly  toucheth  our  falvation,  they  keep  us  from  all  fpiritual  com¬ 
fort  and  edifying  by  doftrine,  prayer,  or  mutual  conference,  Sec. 

“  And  feeing  for  our  confidence  only  we  are  deprived  of  ail  comfort,  we 
moil  humbly  befeech  your  good  lordfhip,  that  fome  more  mitigate  and 
peaceable  courfe  might  be  taken  therein,  that  fome  free  and  chriftian 
conference  pub'bckly  or  privately  before  your  honour,  or  before  whom 
it  would  pleafe  you,  where  our  adverfaries  may  not  be  our  judges  [might 
be  had]  ;  that  our  cafe,  with  the  reafon  and  proof  on  both  fides,  might 
be  recorded  by  indifferent  notaries  and  faithful  witneftes:  and  if  any 
thing  be  found  in  us  worthy  of  death  or  bonds,  let  us  be  made  an  example 
to  ail  pofterity ;  if  not,  we  intreat  for  fome  compaiTion  to  be  fhewn  in 
equity  according  to  law  for  our  relief;  [and  j  that  in  the  mean  time  we 
may  be  bailed  to  do  her  majefty’s  fervice,  walk  in  our  callings,  to  provide 
things  needful  for  ourfelves,  our  poor  wives,  difcoofolate  children  and 
families  lying  upon  us,  or  elfe  that  we  might  be  prifoners  together  in 
Bridewell,  or  any  other  convenient  place  at  your  honour’s  appointment, 
where  we  might  provide  fuch  relief  by  our  diligence  and  labours  as 
might  preferve  life,  to  the  comfort  both  of  our  fouls  and  bodies.” 
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“  2W»wf  S  ‘„h„Kr  of  our°fde  “  If !‘ be,  r5 

::  **  ~  tera, 

thue  aic  three  or  four  of  them  in  the  city  of  London, 

“  HIlcl 

Signed  by  your  poor  fuftUcants  in  the  following  prifous: 

In  the  Gcite-Houfe. 

John  Gualter, 


John  Nicolas, 

John  Barnes, 
jofm  Crawford, 

Thomas  Conadyne, 
Thomas  Reeve, 

William  Dodfhowe, 

F at  her  Debnam, 
Edmund  Thompfon, 
Thomas  Freeman. 

In  the  Fleet . 
Henry  Barrowe, 

John  Greenwood, 

Daniel  Stndley, 

Robert  Badkyne, 

Walter  Lane. 

In  b eivgate. 
William  Deptford, 
idouj  Borrough, 

Roger  Waterer. 

In  Bid  de-well. 

William  Broomal, 

James  Forrefter, 

Antony  Claxton, 

Nicholas  Lee, 

John  Francis, 

William  For  eft  er, 

John  Clarke, 

John  Fiftier, 

John  Bucer, 

Roger  Rippon, 

Robert  Andrews, 

Richard  Skarlet, 

Luke  Hayes, 


Richard  Maltufte, 

Richard  Umberfteld, 
William  Fowler, 

William  Burt, 

William  Hutton. 

In  the  Clink. 
George  Collier, 

John  Sparrow, 

Ldmund  Nicolfon, 
Chriftopher  Browne, 
Thomas  Mitchel, 

Andrew  Smith, 
b  ilham  Blackborrow, 

1  homas  Lemare, 

Chriftopher  Raper, 

Quintin  Smith. 

In  the  White -Li on, 
Thomas  Legat, 

Edmund  Marfh, 

Antony  Johnes, 

Cook, 

“ — -  Auger. 

Wood-Ji reet ,  Compter. 
George  Snells, 

Cnriftopher  Bowman, 

Robert  jackfon. 

In  the  Poultry  Compter \ 
R owlet  Skipwith, 

George  Kingfton, 
i  homas  Eyneworth, 

Richard  Hayward, 

John  Lancaster, 


In  all  99 
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and  more  elfewhere,  who  have  been  zealous  pieachers 
in  the  parifli  aflemblies,  and  are  not  ignorant  of  the  Latin , 
Greek ,  and  Hebrew  tongues ,  nor  otherwife  unlearned,  and 
^  generally  confclTed  to  be  of  honed  converfation.  If  this 
“  motion  takes  die  ft,  the  controverfy  will  loon  end  with 
“  molt  of  us,  for  by  this  means  we  poor  wretches  fhall  per- 
L(‘  ceive,  whether  as  limple  fouls  wve  are  led  aiide;  or  whe- 
“  ther,  as  the  dear  children  of  God,  we  ar cfirjl  trufted  with 
«  the  view  of,  and  handing  up  for  the  caufe  of  holinefs 
cc  and  righteoufnefs.  Blit  let  us  not  perilh  fecietly  in  prifon, 
cc  or  openly  by  execution,  for  want  of  that  help  that  lies  in 
your  power  to  afford;  when  we  protell  in  the  light  of 
“  "God,  we  do  not  feparate  from  the  eftablifhment  out  of 
pride  or  obllmacy,  but  from  tlie  conllraints  of  confcience. 
But  all  thefe  petitions  were  rejected  by  the  bifhops  and 
privy  council  for  the  following  reafons,  if  they  deferve  that 
me;  66  Becaufe  a  deputation  had  been  denied  topapifts: 
To  call  the  miniftry  of  the  church  of  England  into  quef- 
cc  tion,  is  to  call  all  other  churches  into  queftion,  againffc 
whom  their  exceptions  extend :f  The  church  of  England 
has  fubmitted  to  difputation  three  times  in  King  Edward* 
Queen  Mary’s  and  Queen  Elizabeth’ s  timer  i  hefe  men  s 
errors  have  been  condemned  by  the  writings  of  learned 
men:  It  is  not  reafonable  that  a  religion  eftablifhed  by 
“  parliament  fliould  be  examined  by  an  inferior  authority: 

It  is  not  reafonable  to  condemn  thofe  foreign  churches 
“  that  have  acknowledged  ours  for  a  true  church:  Their 
£C  principal  errors  have  been  confuted  by  St.  Auftin:  This 
“  will  ftrengthen  the  hands  of  the  papiits:  It  has  been  the 


name; 

cc 


cc 

cc 


cc 


cc 


Prifoners  deceafed . 

Out  of  the  Poultry  Compter. 
John  Chaundler. 

Out  of  Wood  ftreet  Compter. 
George  Dinghtie. 


Out  of  Newgate. 

Richard  jackfon, 

//  'idow  Mainard, 

IP  idow  Row, 

Nicholas  Crane, 

Thomas  Stephens, 


Out  of  Bridewell. 
John  Paid y. 


Out  of  the  Clink. 

Henry  Thompfon, 
jerom  Studley. 

f  St  type’s  Annals,  vol.  ult.  p.  17. 
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manner  of  hereticks  to  require  deputations  with  clamour 
and  importunity:  The  caufe  has  been  already  decided  bi 
wmten  books  which  they  may  confult:  They  will  not 
ihnd  to  the  judgment  of  the  civil  magilhate:  If  the  church 
fhould  fat, sly  every  feft  that  rifeth,  there  would  be  no  end 
of  deputations.  fhus  thefe  pious  and  confcientious  per- 
fons  a, ter  a  long  and  illegal  imprifonment,  were  abandoned 

nnb  H  7  °f  fn  llnr'ghteous  law’  fome  of  them  being 
p  bhckJy  executed  as  felons,  and  others  prescribed  and  fent 
into  bamlhment. 

J„  AMn87he  formf  Tn’  Mr-  Barr°™>  gent,  of  Gray’s 
i  i,  Mr .  Greenwood  and  Penry  mmifters;  the  two  frit  had 

been  ,n  prifon  fome  years,  and  feveral  times  before  the  com- 
fiif  oners ;  their  examinations  written  by  themfelves  are  now 
petore  me.  Barrowe  was  apprehended  at  the  Clink  prifon 
in  ooutbwark  where  he  went  to  vifit  his  brother  Greenwood ; 
he  was  earned  immediately  to  Lambeth,  where  the  archbifliop 
woulu  have  examined  him  upon  the  oath  ex  officio,  but  he  re- 
tulec  to  take  it,  or  to  fwear  at  all  upon  the  Bible;  but  (fays 
he;  by  God  s  grace  I  will  anfwer  nothing  but  the  truth.  So 
the  archbiihop  took  a  paper  of  interrogatories  into  his  hand, 
and  alked  him,  i.  Whether  the  Lord’s  prayer  might  he  ufed 
vi  the  churn.) :  He  ani  we  red,  that  in  his  opinion  it  was  ra- 
ther  a  luminary  than  a  form,  and  not  finding  it  ufed  by  the 
apoltles,  he  thought  it  fliould  not  be  conftantly  ufed  by  us. 
i.  Whether  forms  of  prayer  may  be  ufed  in  the  church ?  He 
anfwered,  that  none  luch  ought  to  be  impofed.  3.  Whether 
the  Common  Prayer  be  idolatrous  or  fuperftitious ?  He  an- 
lwered,  that  in  his  opinion  it  was  fo.  4.  Whether  the  facra- 
rnents  of  the  church  are  true  facr aments  and  feals  of  the  favour 
of  Cody.  He  anlwered,  he  thought  as  they  were  publickly 
adminiffered  they .  were  not.  5.  Whether " the  laws  of  the 
church  are  good?  He  anfwered,  that  many  of  them  were  tin- 
lawful  and  antichrifiian.  6.  Whether  the  church  of  England 
is  a  true  church?  He  anfwered,  that  as  it  was  now  formed 
it  was  not;  yet  that  there  are  many  excellent  good  chriltians 
of  it.  7.  h  hether  the  Queen  be  fupreme  governor  of  the 
church,  and  may  make  laws  for  it?  f  ie  anfwered,  that  the 
Queen  was  fupreme  governor  of  the  church,  but  might  not 
make  laws  other  than  Chrijl  had  left  in  his  word.  8.  Whe¬ 
ther 
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tier  a  private  perfon  may  reform  if  the  prince  neglefts  it?  Me 
anfwered,  that  no  private  perfons  might  reform  the  ftate, 
but  they  are  to  abftain  from  any  unlawful  thing  commanded 
by  the  prince.  9.  Whether  every.  particular  church  ought 
to  have  a  prefhytery ?  He  anfwered  in  the  affirmative.  Alter 
this  examination  he  was  remanded  to  clofe  pi  1! on,  and  de¬ 
nied  a  copy  of  his  anfwers,  though  he  earn  eft  ly  defired  it. 

His  next  examination  was  before 'the  archbilhop,  the  Lord 
Chancellor ,  Lord  Treafurer ,  Lord  Buckhurjl ,  and  the  Bilhop 
of  London ,  at  Whitehall ,  where  he  found  twelve  of  his  bre¬ 
thren  in  the  fame  circumftances  with  himfelf,  but  was  not 
admitted  to  fpeak  to  them.  Being  called  into  another  room, 
/'and  kneeling  down  at  the  end  of  the  table,  the  Lord  Trea¬ 
furer  fpoke  to  him  thus.  Trcaf  Why  are  you  in  prifon? 

‘ Barrcwc .  Upon  the  ftatute  againft  recufants.  Treafurer. 
Why  will  you  not  to  to  church?  Barr  owe,  Becaufe  1  think 
the  church  of  England  as  eftablifhed  by  law  not  a  church  of 
Chrift,  nor  their  manner  of  worlhip  lawful.  After  a  long 
debate  on  this  head  the  treafurer  faid,  You  complain  of  in- 
juftice,  where  have  you  wrong?  Barrowe.  In  being  kept  in 
prifon  without  due  trial;  and  in  the  mifery  we  fuffer  by  a 
clofe  imprifonment  contrary  to  law.  The  archbilhop  faid, 
lie  had  matter  to  call  him  before  him  for  an  heretick.  Bar¬ 
rowe  replied.  That  you  (hall  never  do,  I  may  err ,  but  heretick 
by  the  grace  of  God  l  will  never  be.  It  being  obferved  that 
he  did  not  pay  inch  reverence  to  the  archbilhop  and  bilhop 
of  London  as  to  the  temporal  lords,  the  chancellor  afked  him, 
if  he  did  not  know  thofe  two  men,  pointing  to  the  biffops. 
To  which  he  anfwered,  that  he  had  caufe  to  know  them, 
but  did  not  own  them  for  lord  biffops.  Being  then  afked 
by  what  name  he  would  call  the  archbilhop;  he  replied,  that 
lie  was  a  monfter ,  a  perfecutor ,  a  compound  of  he  knew  not 
what ,  neither  ecclefiajlical  nor  civil ,  like  the  fccond  beafl  fpeken 
of  in  the  Revelations:  Upon  which  the  archbilhop  role  out 
of  his  place,  and  with  a  fevere  countenance  faid,  My  lords, , 
will  you  fuffer  him ?  So  he  was  plucked  off  his  knees,  and 
carried  away. 

Mr.  Greenwood  the  minifter  was  examined  after  the  fame 
manner  before  the  archbilhop  of  Canterbury ,-  the  bilhops  of 
London  and  Winchefler ,  the  lords  chief  jujlices ,  the  lord  chief 
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baron,  and  th emq/ier  of  the  rolls:  He  had  interrogatories 
put  to  him  as  Barrowe  had,  but  refufed  to  fwear  and  made 

rifl hfM  T  anlwcr'vith  the  other.  At  length,  on  the 
n  °  *Jaich  1 592,  they,  together  with  Saxio  \ Bellot ,  aent" 
Dantcl  Studley,  girdler,  and  Robert  Bowlle,  'filhmonger' 
W^re  indicted  at  the  leilions-houfe  in  the  Old-Bailey  upon 
the  ffatute  of  23  Elk.  for  writing  and publifhing  fundry  T 
ditwus  boors  and  pamphlets ,  tending  to  the  flander  of  the 
J&een  and  government-,  when  they  had  only  written  againll 
the  church;  but  tins  was  the  archbiihop’s  artful  contrivance 
to  throw  off  the  odium  of  their  death  from  himfelf  to  the 
civil  magiftrate;  for  as  the  reverend  and  learned  Mr.  Hurh 
Broughton  obferves  «  though  Mr.  Barrowe  and  Greenwood 
were  condemned  for  difturbance  of  the  Hate;  yet  this 
won  d  have  been  pardoned,  and  their  lives  fpared,  if  they 
would  have  promiled  to  come  to  church.”j|  Upon  their 
trial  they  behaved  with  conftancy  and  refolution,  (hewing 
no  token  of  recognition,  (fays  the  attorney)  nor  prayer  for 
mercy :  I  hey  protefted  their  inviolable  loyalty  to  the  Queen 
and  obedience  to  her  government;  that  they  never  wrote’ 
nor  fo  much  as  intended  any  thing  againff  her  highnefs,  but 
only  agamft  the  bifltops  and  the  hierarchy  of  the  church  • 
which  was  apparent  enough.  However  the  jury  brought 
them  all  in  guilty.*  Bellot  defined  a  conference,  and  with 
tears  confeflmg  his  forrow  for  what  he  had  done,  was  par¬ 
doned.  Bowlle  and  Studley  being  looked  upon  only  as  ac- 
ceffaries,  though  they  continued  firm,  declaring  their  un- 
fhaken  loyalty  to  the  Queen,  and  refufing  to  afk  for  mercy 
were  reprieved,  and  fent  back  to  prifon;  but  Barrowe  and. 
Greenwood  were  to  be  made  examples.  Sentence  of  death 
being  paffed  upon  them  March  23,  fundry  divines  were  ap¬ 
pointed  to  perfuade  them  to  recant;  who  not  fucceedino' 
they  were  brought  in  a  cart  to  Tyburn  on  the  laff  of  March’ 
and  expofed  under  the  gallows  for  fome  time  to  the  people^ 
to  fee  if  the  terrors  of  death  would  affright  them;  but 
remaining  conffant,  they  were  brought  back  to  Newgate, 
and  on  the  fixth  of  April,  1353,  carried  a  fecond  time  to 
r yburn  and  executed.  At  the  place  of  execution  they  gave 
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fuch  teftimonies  of  their  unfeigned  piety  towards  God,  and 
loyalty  to  die  Queen,,  praying  fo  earneftly  for  her  long  and 
profperous  reign,  that  when  Dr.  Reynolds ,  who  attended 
them,  reported  their  behaviour  to  her  inajeity,  Ihe  repented 
that  ftie  had  yielded  to  their  death. 

They  had  been  in  dole  prifon  ever  fince  the  year  1590, 
expofed  to  all  the  feverities  of  cold,  hunger,  and  nakednefs, 
which  Mr.  Barrowe  reprefented  in  a  fupplication  to  die 
Queen,  already  mentioned,  concluding  with  an  earned:  delire 
of  deliverance  from  the  prefent  miferies,  though  it  were  by 
death;  but  the  archbifhop  intercepted  the  paper,  and  endea¬ 
voured  to  prevent  the  knowledge  of  their  condition  from 
coming  to  the  Queen's  ear:  upon  this  Mr.  Barrowe  expofed 
his  grace’s  behaviour  towards  miferable  men,  in  a  letter  to 
one  Mr.  FiJIser ,  wherein  he  charges  him  “  with  abufmg  the 
<£  Oueen’s  clemency  by  falfe  informations  and  fugged  ions; 
“  and  with  artful  difmgenuity,  in  committing  fo  many  inno- 
i£  cent  men  to  Bridewell ,  the  Compter ,  Newgate ,  the  Whitt 
“ Ly  on ,  and  the  Fleet ,  and  then  polling  them  to  the  civil 
“  magillrate  to  take  oft  the  clamour  of  the  people  from 
cc  himfelf.  He  fays,  that  lie  had  dedined  himfelf  and  his 
cc  brother  Greenwood ,  to  death,  and  others  to  be  kept  in 
“  clofe  prifon;  their  poor  wives  and  children  to  be  call  out 
“  of  the  city,  and  their  goods  to  be  confifcated.  Is  not 
“  this  a  chriftian  biftiop?  (fays  he)  Are  tliefe  the  virtues  of 
cc  him  who  takes  upon  him  the  care  and  government  of  all 
cc  the  churches  of  the  land,  to  tear  and  devour  God’s  poor 
fheep,  and  to  rend  off  the  flefli  and  break  their  bones, 
6C  and  chop  them  in  pieces  as  flefh  to  the  cauldron?*  Will 
46  he  thus  inftruct  and  convince  gainfayers?  Surely  he  will 
perfuade  but  few  that  fear  God,  to  his  religion,  by  his 
“  dealing  and  evil.  Does  he  confult  his  own  credit,  or  the 
C£  honour  of  his  prince  by  this  tyrannous  havock?  For  our 
£C  parts,  our  lives  are  not  dear  to  us,  fo  that  we  may  fmifh 
“  our  teftimony  with  joy:  We  are  always  ready,  through 
“  God’s  grace,  to  be  offered  up  upon  the  teftimony  of  the 
faith  that  we  have  made.” 

Thus  fell  thefe  two  unhappy  gentlemen,  a  facrifice  to  the 
refentments  of  an  angry  prelate. 

#  Life  of  Whitglft,  p.  416. 
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About  fix  weeks  after  this,  the  Reverend  Mr.  John  Penny 
or.  Hp- Henry,  a  Weljh  divine,  was  Executed  for  the  fame 
ci  unc,  111  a  cruel  and  inhuman  manner.  He  was  a  pious 
and  learned  man,  well  difpofed  to  religion,  (fays  Mr.  Strype) 
but  mi  flaxen  in  his  principles,  and  hot  in  his  temper;  a  zea¬ 
lous  platformer,  and  a  declared  enemy  of  the  archbifhop. 
He  was  born  in  the  county  of  Brecknock ,  and  educated  firft 
at  Cambridge ,  and  afterwards  in  St.  Alban9 s-Hall,  Oxford, , 
where  he  proceeded  M.  A.  1586,  and  entered  into  holy 
orders,  being  well  acquainted  with  arts  and  languages.  He 
pleached  in  both  univcrflties  with  applaufe,  and  afterwards 
travelling  into  Wales ,  was  the  fir  ft ,  as  he  laid,  that  preached 
the  gofpel  publickly  to  the  Weljh ,  and  fowed  the  good  feed 
among  his  countrymen.  In  the  year  1588,  he  publilhed  a 
View  of  fuch  publick  wants  and  diforders  as  are  in  her  ma - 
Jeffs  country  of  Wales,  with  an  humble  petition  to  the  high 
court  of  parliament  for  their  redrefs:  wherein  is  Ihewed  not 
only  the  neceflity  of  reforming  the  hate  of  religion  among 
that  people,  but  alfo  the  only  way  in  regard  of  fubllance 
to  bring  that  reformation  to  pafs.  He  alfo  publilhed  an 
Exhortation  to  the  governors  and  people  of  her  majejiys  coirary 
of  Wales,  to  labour  earnefly  to  have  the  preaching  of  the 
gofpel  planted  among  them .  Printed  1588. 

When  Martin  Mar-Prelate ,  and  the  other  fatyrical  pam¬ 
phlets  againfl  the  bifhops  were  publilhed,  a  fpecial  warrant 
was  iffued  from  the  privy  council  1590,  under  feveral  of 
their  hands,  whereof  the  archbilhop’s  wras  one,  to  feize 
and  apprehend  Mr.  Penny ,  as  an  enemy  of  the  Hate;  and 
that  all  the  Queen’s  good  fubjefts  fkould  take  him  fo  to  be. 
To  avoid  being  taken  he  retired  into  Scotland ,  where  he  con¬ 
tinued  till  this  prefent  year  1593.  Here  he  made  many  ob» 
fervations  of  things  relating  to  religion,  for  his  own  private 
ufe;  and  at  length  prepared  the  heads  of  a  petition,*  or  an 

addrefs 

/ 

V  f 

*  The  heads  of  the  petition,  taken  upon  him,  were  as  follow:  “  The 
€c  laft  days  of  your  reign  are  turned  rather  againft  Jefus  Chrift  and  his  gof- 
“  pel,  than  to  the  maintenance  of  the  fame. 

((  I  have  great  caufe  and  complaint,  ?nadam ;  nay,  the  Lord  and  his 
((  church  liave  caufe  to  complain  of  your  government,  becaufe  we  your  fub- 
“  je^ds,  this  day,  are  not  permitted  to  ferve  our  God  under  your  govern- 
“  m'ent  according  to  his  word,  but  are  fold  to  be  bondilaves,  not  only  to 

our 
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addrefs  to  the  Queen,  to  fhew  her  majefty  the  true  ftate  of 
religion,  and  how  ignorant  (he  was  of  many  ahufes  in  the 
church  of  England ,  efpecially  in  the  management  of  eccle- 
fiaftical  matters;  and  likewife  to  intercede  for  fo  much  favour, 
that  he  might,  by  her  authority,  have  liberty  to  go  into 
Wales ,  his  native  country,  to  preach  the  gofpel.  ||  With 
this  petition  he  came  from  Scotland ,  refolving  to  fiiiifh  and 
deliver  it  with  his  own  hand,  as  he  fhould  find  opportunity; 
but  upon  his  arrival  he  was  feized  with  his  papers  in  Stepney 
parifti,  by  the  information  of  the  vicar ,  in  the  month  of 
May,  and  arraigned,  condemned,  and  executed  haftily,  the 
very  fame  month. 

It 

||  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  409. 

ft  our  affe&ions,  to  do  what  we  will,  fo  that  we  keep  ourfelves  within  the 
*(  compafs  of  eftablifhed  civil  Jaws,  but  alio  to  be  fervants  to  the  man  of 
"Jin  [the  pope]  and  his  ordinances. 

“  It  is  not  the  force  that  we  feem  to  fear  that  will  come  upon  us  (for  the 
<(  Lord  may  deftroy  both  you  for  denying,  and  us  for  flack  fceking  of  his 
“  will)  by  Grangers:  I  come  unto  you  with  it:  If  you  will  hear  it,  our 
rc  caufe  may  be  eafed;  if  not,  that  pofferity  may  know  that  you  have  been 
“  dealt  with,  and  that  this  age  may  know  that  there  is  no  expe&ation  to 
“  be  looked  for  at  your  hands. 

“  Among,  the  reft  of  the  princes  under  the  gofpel,  that  have  been  drawn 
to  oppofe  it,  you  muft  think  yourfelf  to  be  one;  for  until  you  fee  this, 
“  madam ,  you  fee  not  yourfelf,  and  they  are  but  fycophants  and  flatterers 
whoever  tell  you  otherwife:  Your  Handing  is  and  has  been  by  the  gof- 
<€  pel.  It  is  little  beholden  to  you  for  any  thing  that  appears.  The  pra&ice 
"  of  your,  government  fhews,  that  if  you  could  have  ruled  without  the 
“  gofpel,  it  would  have  been  doubtful  whether  the  gofpel  fhould  be  efta¬ 
blifhed  or  not ;  for  . now  that  you  are  eftablifhed  in  your  throne  bv  the 

gofpel,  you  fuffer  it  to  reach  no  further  than  the  end  of  your  fceptre 
i(  limiteth  unto  it.  J  r 

“  If  we  had  had  Queen  Mary’s  days,  I  think  that  we  fhould  have  had 
“  as  nourifhmg  a  church  this  day  as  ever  any  ;  for  it  is  well  known  that 
“  there  was  then  in  London ,  under  the  burthen,  and  elfewhere  in  exhe 
“  more  flounfhing  churches  than  any  now  tolerated  by  your  authority 
"  Now  whereas  we  fhould  have  your  help  both  to  join  ourfelves'  with 

trur:  c^urc^.  anc*  reJea  the  falfe,  and  all  the  ordinances  thereof; 
we  are  m  your  kingdom  permitted  to  do  nothing,  but  accounted  /editions 
if  we  affirm  either  the  one  or  the  other  of  the  former  points;  and  there- 

"  ?°?  are  HO' /o  much  an  adverfary  to  us  poor  men,  as  unto 

Cnrift  Jefus  and  the  wealth  of  his  kingdom. 

If  we  cannot  have  your  favour,  but  by  omitting  our  duty  to  Gcd 
“  r/re  Unworthy  of>  lts  and  hy  God’s  §rac^  We  mean  not  to  purchafe  it 


“  fo  dear. 
Vo  1.  I. 


Ii 


a 


But, 
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It  appears  by  this  petition,  as  well  as  by  his  letter  fent  to 
the  congregation  of  feparaiifls  in  London ,  that  Mr.  Penry 
was  a  Browni/l .  His  book  of  obfervations  was  alfo  feized, 
out  of  which  were  drawn  .articles  of  accufation  againft  him* 
He  was  indi&ed  upon  the  ftatute  of  23  Eliz.  chap.  2d,  for 
/editions  words  and  rumours  uttered  againft  the  Queen's  moft 
excellent  majejly ,  tending  to  the  ftirring  up  of  rebellion  among 

“  But,  ?nadam ,  thus  much  we  mull:  needs  fay,  that  in  all  likelihood,  if 
Cf  the  days  of  your  filler  Queen  Mary ,  and  her  perfecution,  had  continued 
“  unto  this  day,  that  the  church  of  God  in  England  had  been  far  more 
cf  flourifhing  than  at  this  day  it  is:  For  then,  madam,  the  church  of  God 
€t  within  this  land,  and  elfewhere,  being  llrangers,  enjoyed  the  ordinances 
of  God’s  holy  word,  as  far  as  then  they  faw. 

“  But  fince  your  ?najefty  came  unto  your  crown,  we  have  had  whole 
“  Chrift  Jefus,  God  and  man;  but  we  mull  ferve  him  only  in  heart. 

€<  And  if  thofe  days  had  continued  to  this  time,  and  thofe  lights  rifen 
C£  therein,  which  by  the  mercy  of  God  have  fmce  fhined  in  England ,  it  is 
not  to  be  doubted  but  the  church  of  England,  even  in  England ,  had  far 
“  furpalfed  all  the  reformed  churches  in  the  world. 

“  Then,  madam ,  any  of  our  brethren  durll  not  have  been  feen  within 
“  the  tents  of  antichrill;  now  they  are  ready  to  defend  them  to  be  the 
<c  Lord’s,  and  that  Jie  has  no  other  tabernacle  upon  earth  but  them.  Our 
“  brethren  then  durll  not  temporize  in  the  caufe  of  God,  becaufe  the  Lord 
“  ruled  himfelf  in  his  church,  by  his  own  laws,  in  a  good  meafure;  but 
“  now,  behold  1  they  may  do  what  they  will,  for  any  fword  that  the  church 
“  has  to  draw  againft  them,  if  they  contain  themfelves  within  your  laws. 

£f  This  peace,  under  thefe  conditions,  we  cannot  enjoy;  and  therefore, 
“  for  any  thing  I  can  fee.  Queen  Mary’s  days  will  be  fet  up  again,  or  we 
mult  needs  temporize.  The  whole  truth  we  mull  not  fpeak;  the  whole 
“  truth  we  mull  not  profefs.  Your  flate  mull  have  a  ftroke  above  the  truth 
<c  of  God. 

Now,  madam ,  your  majefty  may  confider  what  good  the  church  of 
<c  God  hath  taken  at  your  hands,  even  outward  peace  with  the  abfence  of 
“  jefus  Chrift  in  his  ordinance;  otherwife  as  great  troubles  are  likely  to 
««  come  as  ever  were  in  the  days  of  your  filler. 

“  As  for  the  council  and  clergy,  if  we  bring  any  fucli  fuit  unto  them, 
we  have  no  other  anfwer  but  that  which  Pharaoh  gives  to  the  Lord’s 
<<  meftengers,  touching  the  Hate  of  the  church  under  his  government. 

«  For  when  any  are  called  for  this  caufe  before  your  council,  or  the 
“  judges  of  the  land,  they  muft  take  this  for  granted,  once  for  all,  that 
the  uprightnefs  of  their1  caufe  will  profit  them  nothing,  if  the  law  of 
“  the  land  be  againft  them  ;  for  your  council  and  judges  have  fo  well  pro- 
«  £ted  in  religion,  that  they  will  not  Hick  to  fay,  that  they  come  not  to 
“  confult  whether  the  matter  be  with  or  againft  the  word  or  not,  but  their 
“  purpofeis  to  take  the  penalty  of  the  tranfgrelfions  againft  your  laws. 

“  If  your  council  were  wife,  they  would  not  kindle  your  wrath  againft 
fif  us;  but,  madam ,  if  you  give  ear  to  their  words,  no  marvail  though  you 
have  no  better  counfellors.’, 
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her  fubjeas-  and  was  convicted  of  felony.  May  21,  in  the 
Kmg  s-bench,  before  the  Lord  Chief  Juitice  Pophatn  He 
received  fentence  of  death  May  25,  'and  was  eSed  on 
e  29th  of  the  fame  month.  It  was  deftgned  to  indift  him 

counfel  Mr  pUbllfVd  hiS  namcj  bm  b7  the  ^ice  of 
cotulei  Mr. Penry  drew  up  a  paper,  entitled,  Mr.  Fairy’s 

declaration.  May  16,  1593,  That  he  is  not  in  danger  of 

the  law  for  the  books  publijhed  in  his  name.  Here  he  ob- 

fei  ves,  that  the  ftatute  was  not  intended  again!!  fuch  as  wrote 

only ■againft  the  hierarchy  of  the  church;  for  then  it  muff 

condemn  many  of  the  in  off  learned  protcftants  both  at  home 

«md I  abroad;  but  relates  to  fuch  as  defame  her  majefty’s  royal 

perjon:  whereas  he  had  always  written  mofl  dutifully  of  her 
per  on  an  government,  having  never  encouraged  fedition 
or  infurrefhon  againft  her  majeffy,  but  the  contrary  nor 
had  he  ever  been  at  any  affembly  or  conventicle,  where  any 

forcerofraarm°sVe  °f  tWdve’  Were  Ambled  with 

v  ,  or  otherwne,  to  alter  any  thing  eftabliflmd 

by  law:  nor  was  ,,  his  opinion  rha,  private  pelfons  Zu  d 
of  thur  own  authority,  attempt  any  fuch  thin?-  for  lie 

had  always  wrttten  and  fpoiteto  ,he  contrary.  But  hovZ 

,f. a"  ,h,s  had  been  true,  he  ought  to  have  been  Tccnfed 

mentioned,  which  was  ftill  harder  °^'  .above* 

felf  in  the  following  ieiter  T  ’  a  r?rek»K*  «  Wm- 

‘^tuchMe10 fbefelT Cdiate!7  ** 

“  read  the  inclofed"  wHdn"  M honourable)  to 
“  to  an  end,  and  I  thank  GofL  undeferred  ^  ^ 

“  my  guMefsSy°Ur  6 °  aCqUaint  her 

--ft  i-  *sws  mtrja 


«  c 


*  Whitgift,  p.  412. 
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“  well  to  his  prince  and  country,  Jhould  bring  his  life  with  blood 
“  to  a  violent  end ;  efpecially  feeing  they  are  mofl  private  and 
“  Jo  imperfect,  as  they  have  no  coherence  at  alt  m  them,  and  in 

“  mofl  places  carry  no  true  Englifli - 

“  Though  my  innocence  may  ftand  me  in  no  (lead  before 
“  an  earthly  tribunal,  yet  I  know  that  I  (hall  have  the  reward 
“  thereof  before  the  judgment-feat  of  the  great  King;  and 
“  the  merciful  Lord,  who  relieves  the  widow  and  fatherlefs, 
ct  will  reward  my  defolate  orphans  and  friendlefs  widow  that 
ct  1  leave  behind  me,  and  even  hear  theii  cry,  for  he  is 

•  “  merciful. 

“  Being  like  to  trouble  your  lordfhip  with  no  more  let- 
“  ters,  I  do  with  thankfulnefs  acknowledge  your  honour’s 
“  favour  in  receiving  the  writings  I  have  prefumed  to  fend 
“  to  you  from  time  to  time;  and  in  this  my  lad,  I  proteft  I 
**  have  written  nothing  but  the  truth  from  time  to  time. 

<■<■  Thus  preparing  myfelf,  not  fo  much  for  an  unjuft  ver- 
cc  diet,  and  an  undeferved  doom  in  this  life,  as  unto  that 
“  bleffed  crown  of  glory,  which  of  the  great  mercy  of  my 
“  God  is  ready  for  me  in  heaven,  I  humbly  betake  your 
“  lordlhip  unto  the  hands  of  the  juft  Lord.  May  22d, 
“  1593.  Your  lordlhip’s  mod  humble  in  the  Lord, 

“  John  Penryd ’ 


In  the  ■proteftation  inclofed  in  this  letter  he  declares,  that 
he  wrote  his  obfervations  in  Scotland ;  that  they  were  the 
fum  of  certain  objections  made  by  people  in  thofe  parts 
aoainft  her  majefty  and  her  government,  which  he  intended 
to  examine,  but  had  not  fo  much  as  looked  into  them  for 
1 4  or  1  c  months  pad;  that  even  in  thefe  writings  fo  imper- 
feft  unfinilhed,  and  inclofed  within  his  private  ftudy,  he 
had’  (hewn  his  dutifulnefs  to  the  Queen,  nor  had  he  ever 
a  fecret  wandering  thought  of  the  lead  difloyalty  to  her 
maieftv:  “  I  thank  the  Lord,  (fays  he)  I  remember  not,  that 
“  that  day  has  puffed  over  my  head,  fince  under  her  govern- 
“  ment  I  came  to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth,  wKeiem  I 
«  have  not  commended  her  eftate  unto  God.  Well,  I  may 
«  be  indifted  and  condemned,  and  end  my  days  as  a  felon 
“  or  a  traitor  againft  my  natural  fovereign,  but  heaven  and 
«  earth  (hall  not>  be  able  to  convift  me  thereof.  W  henfoever 
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c  an  end  of  my  days  comes  (as  I  look  not  to  live  this  week 
c  to  an  end)  I  diall  die  Queem  Elizabeth’s  mod  faithful  fub- 
«  jeft,  even  in  the  confciences  of  mine  enemies,  if  they 

“  will  be  beholders  thereof.  J 

I  never  took  myfelf  for  a  rebuker,  much  lefs  for  a  re- 
“  former  of  dates  and  kingdoms;  far  was  that  from  me; 
“  yet  in  the  difeharge  of  my  confcience  all  the  world  mud 
“  bear  with  me,  if  I  prefer  my  teflimony  to  the  truth  of 
“  Jefus  Chrid  before  the  favour  of  any  creature.  An  enemy 
to  good  order  and  policy  either  m  the  church  01  common- 
“  wealth  was  I  never.  I  never  did  any  thing  in  this  caufe 
(Lord!  thou  art  witnefs)  for  contention,  vain-glory,  or  to 

draw  difciples  after  me. - Great  things  m  this  life  I 

never  fought  for;  fudiciency  I  have  had  witii  great  out¬ 
ward  trouble;  but  mod  content  I  was  with  my  lot;  and 
content  I  am  and  fhall  be  with  my  untimely  death,  though 
I  leave  behind  me  a  friendlefs  widow  and  four  infants, 
“  the  elded  of  which  is  not  above  four  years  old.  I  do 
from  my  heart  forgive  all  that  feek  my  life;  and  if  my 
“  death  can  procure  any  quietnefs  to  the  church  of  God  or 
“  the  date,  I  fhall  rejoice.  May  my  prince  have  many  iuch 
“  fubjefts,  but  may  none  of  them  meet  with  fuch  a  reward! 

‘  My  earned  requed  is,  that  her  majedy  may  be  acquainted 
'  with  thefe  things  before  my  death,  or  at  lead  after  my 
u  departure. 

“  Subfcribed  with  the  heart  and  hand  that  never  devifed, 
««  or  wrote  any  thing  to  the  diferedit  or  defamation  of  my 
“  fovereign  Queen  Elizabeth:  I  take  it  on  my  death,  as  I 
“  hope  to  have  a  life  after  this,  by  me 

cc.  John  Penry.” 

It  was  never  known  before  this  time,  that  a  minider  and 
a  fcholar  was  condemned  to  death  for  private  papers  found 
in  his  dudy;  nor  do  I  remember  more  than  once  fince  that 
time,  in  whofe  cafe  it  was  given  for  law,  that  feribere  eft 
agere ,  that  to  write  has  been  condrued  an  overtaft;  but 
Penry  mud  die  right  or  wrong ;  the  archbijhop  was  the  fil'd 
man  who  figned  the  warrant  for  his  execution,  and  after 

l  Life  of  Whitgift,  in  Rec.  p,  176. 
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Puckering  and  i  opham.  The  warrant  was  fent  imme¬ 
diately  to  the  fheriff,  who  the  very  fame  day  erefted  a  gal¬ 
lows  at  St.  1 ; bonus  Waterings ;  and  while  the  prifoncr  was  at 
dinner  fent  his  officers  to  bid  him  make  ready,  for  he  mult 
(lie  that  afternoon;  accordingly  he  was  carried  in  a  cart  to 
li  e  P  clce  °;  execution;  when  he  came  thither  the  flieriff 
would  not  infer  him  to  fpeak  to  the  people,  nor  make  any 
piorefiion  or  his  faith  towards  God,  or  his  loyalty  to  the 
Queen,  out  ordered  him  to  be  turned  off  in  a  hurry  about 
five  of  tne  clock  in  the  evening,  May  29th,  1593,  in  thq 
34th  year  of  his  age. 

court  being  ftruck  with  this  behaviour  of  the  Brown - 
z/rr,  began  to  be  afhamed  of  hanging  men  for  fedition  againft 
t  le  Irate,  who  died  with  fuch  ftrong  profeffions  of  loyalty 
to  the  Queen  and  government,  and  therefore  could  fuffer 
only  for  the  caufe  of  religion.  This  raifed  an  odium  againft 
the  bifhops  and  the  high  commijjioners ,  who,  all  men  knew, 
weie  at  the  bottom  of  thefe  proceedings.  It  is  faid  the 
Queen  herfelf  was  difpleafed  with  them  when  fire  heard  of 
the  devotion  and  loyalty  of  the  fuffer ers.  *  It  was  therefore 
refolved  to  proceed  for  the  future  on  the  late  ftatute  of  the 
31  itE/iz.  to  retain  the  Queen's  fub jells  in  their  obedience ; 
and  inftead  of  putting  the  Browni/ls  to  death,  to  fend  them 
QQ  banifhment.  Upon  this  ftatute,  Mr.  fohnfton ,  paftor 
01  tne  brozvnift  church,  was  convicted^  and  all  the  gaols 
were  cleared  for  the  prefent;  though  the  ccmmiffioners 

took  care  vitiun  the  compafs  of  another  year  to  fill  them 
again. 

o 


-he  papifts  were  diftreffed  by  this  ftatute,  and  that  of  23 
Enzo  as  much  as  tne  Browni/ls ,  though  they  met  with 
much  more  favour  from  the  ecclefiaftical  courts;  the  Queen 
either  loved  or  reared  them,  and  would  often  fay,  fhe  would 
never  ranfack  their  confciences  if  they  would  be  quiet;  but 
they  were  always  libelling  her  majefty,  and  in  continual  plots 
againft  her  government.  While  the  Queen  of  Scots  was 
ahve,  they  fupported  her  pretenfions  to  the  crown,  and 
arter  ner  death  they  maintained  in  print  the  title  of  the 
Infanta  of  Spain:  They  were  concerned  with  the  Spaniards 
in  the  invafion  of  1 588 ,  which  obliged  the  Queen  to  con¬ 
fine  fome  of  their  chiefs  in  Wijbech  Cajlle 5  and  other  places 

of 
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of  fafety,  but  fhe  was  tender  of  their  lives.  In  the  firft 
eleven  years  of  her  reign,  not  one  Roman  catholick  was 
profecuted  capitally  for  religion ;  in  the  next  ten  years,  when 
the  pope  had  excommunicated  the  Queen  and  the  whole 
kingdom,  and  there  had  been  dangerous  rebellions  in  the 
north,  there  were  only  twelve  priefts  executed,  and  moft 
of  them  for  matters  againft  the  hate.  In  the  ten  following 
years,  when  fwarms  of  priefts  and  jefuits  came  over  from 
foreign  feminaries,  to  invite  the  catholicks  to  join  with  the 
Spaniards ,  the  laws  were  girt  clofer  upon  them,  fifty  priefts 
being  executed,  and  fifty -five  banifhed;  but  as  foon  as  the 
danger  was  over,  the  laws  were  relaxed,  and,  by  reafon  of 
the  ignorance  and  lazinefs  of  the  beneficed  clergy,  the  mif* 
fionaries  gained  over  fuch  numbers  of  profelytes  in  the  latter 
end  of  this  reign,  as  endangered  the  whole  government  and 
reformation  in  the  beginning  of  the  next. 

The  laft  and  finifhing  hand  was  put  to  the  prefbyterian  difci- 
pline  in  Scotland  this  year,  [  1 544.3  That  kingdom  had  been 
governed  by  different  faftions  during  the  minority  of  King 
James ,  which  prevented  a  full  fettlement  of  religion.  The 
general  affembly  in  the  year  1566,  had  approved  of  the 
Geneva  difcipline;  but  the  parliament  did  not  confirm  the 
votes  of  the  affembly,  nor  formally  deprive  the  bifhops  of 
their  power,  though  all  church  affairs  from  that  time  were 
managed  by  prejbyteries  and  general  ajfemblies .  In  the  year 
1574,  they  voted  the  bifhops  to  be  only  pallors  of  one 
parifh;  and  to  fhew  their  power,  they  depofed  the  bifhop 
of  Dunkeld^  and  delated  the  bifhop  of  Glafgow.  In  the 
year  1577,  they  ordained  that  all  bifhops  be  called  by  their 
own  names ;  and  the  next  year  voted  the  very  name  of  a 
bifhop  a  grievance.  In  the  year  1580,  the  general  affembly 
with  one  voice  declared  diocefan  epifcopacy  to  be  unfcrip- 
rural  and  unlawful.  The  fame  year  King  James  with  his 
family,  and  the  whole  nation,  fubfcribed  a  confeflion  of  faith, 
with  a  folemn  league  and  covenant  annexed,  obliging  them- 
felves  to  maintain  and  defend  the  proteftant  doftrine  and  the 
prefbyterian  government.  After  this,  in  the  year  1 584,  the 
bifhops  were  reftored  by  parliament  to  feme  parts  of  their 
undent  dignity  y  and  it  was  made  treafon  for  any  man  to 

*  Heyl.  Hifl  Prefb.  p.  231,  procure 
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procure  the  innovation  or  diminution  of  the  power  and 
authority  of  any  of  the  three  ejlates ;  but  when  this  aft  was 
pioclaimed,  the  minifters  protefted  again!!  it,  as  not  having 
been  agreed  toby  the  kirk.  In  the  year  1587,  things  took 
another  turn,  and  his  majefly  being  at  the  full  age  of  twenty, 
one,  contented  to  an  aft  to  take  away  bifjops  lands  and  annex 
i.otm  to  the  crown .  In  the  year  1590,  it  was  ordained  by 
tile  geneial  aflembly,  that  ad  that  bore  office  in  the  kirk ,  or 
Should  hereafter  do  fo ,  Jhould  fubferibe  to  the  book  of  difei- 
p!nn\  In  the  year  1592,  all  acts  of  parliament  whatfoever 
made  by  the  King  s  highnefs  or  any  of  his  predeceflors,  in 
ffivoui  of  popery  or  epilcopacy,  were  annulled;  and  in  par¬ 
ticular,  the  aft  of  May  2 2d,  1584,  For  granting  commif- 
fwns  to  biffin  ops ,  or  other  ecclefiafical  judges ,  to  receive  pre- 
Jc  ntations  to  bene  fees ,  and  give  collation  thereupon ;  and  it 
was  ordained,  that  for  the  future  66  all  prefentations  to  he- 
nences  fhall  be  direfted  to  the  particular  prefbyteries, 
“  with  full  power  to  give  collation  thereupon;  and  to  order 
all  matters  and  caufes  ecclefiaftical  within  their  bounds, 
“  according  to  the  difeipline  of  the  kirk.J 

“  Further,  the  aft  ratifies  and  confirms  all  former  afts 
or  parliament  in  favour  of  kirk  difeipline,  and  declares, 
that  it  fhall  be  lawdul  for  the  kirk  and  minifters  to  hold 
general  aflemblies  once  a  year,  or  oftner  if  neceflity  re. 
“  quire,  the  King’s  commiffioner  being  prefent  if  his  ma- 
ic  jefty  pleafes.  It  ratifies  and  approves  of.  provincial  and 
u  fynodal  aflemblies  twice  a  year  within  every  province; 
cc  and  of  prefbyteries  and  particular  feffions  appointed  by 
“  the  kirk,  with  the  whole  difeipline  and  jurifdifttion  of 
€c  the  fame.  Provincial  aflemblies  have  power  to  redrefs 
“  all  things  omitted  or  done  amifs  in  the  particular  aflem- 
bhes,  to  depofe  the  office-bearers  of  the  province,  and 
cc  generally  they  have  the  power  of  the  particular  elder. 
“  f^Tips  whereof  they  are  collefted. 

(C  The  power  of  prefbyteries  is  declared  to  confifl  in 
keeping  the  kirks' within  their  bounds  in  good  order;  to 
“  enquire  after  and  endeavour  to  reform  vicious  perfons. 
It  belongs  to  the  elderfhips  to  fee  that  the  word  of  God 


J  Hey I.  ITiH.  Preib.  p.  294. 


/ 


o 


I 


CHAP.  VIII.  CF  THE  PURITANS.  4S9 

“  be  duly  preached,  and  the  facraments  rightly  admin iftered, 

“  and  difcipline  entertained;  they  arc  to  caufe  the  ordinances 
“  made  by  the  provincial,  national  and  general  aflemblies, 
ct  to  be  put  in  execution;  to  make  or  abolilh  conftitutions  . 
«  which  concern  decent  order  in  their  kirks,  provided  they 
«  alter  no  rules  made  by  the  luperior  aflemblies,  and  com- 
«  municate  their  conftitutions  to  the  provincial  aflfembly; 

“  they  have  power  to  excommunicate  the  obftinate  after  due 
“  procefs.  Concerning  particular  kirks,  if  they  are  law- 
«  fully  ruled  by  fufficient  minifters  and  fefiion,  they  have 
“  power  and  jurifdiftion  in,  their  own  congregation  in  mat- 
“  ters  ecclefiaftical.” 

This  aft,  for  the  greater  folemnity,  was  confirmed  again 
in  the  year  1593,  and  again  this  prefent  year  1594,  fo  that 
from  this  time,  to  the  year  1612,  prefbytery  was  undoubt¬ 
edly  the  legal  eftablifhment  of  the  kirk  of  Scotland ,  as  it 
had  been  in  fact  ever  fince  the  reformation. 

To  return  to  England.  Several  champions  appeared  about 
this  time -for  the  caufe  of  epifcopacy,  as  Dr.  Bilfon ,  Ban¬ 
croft,  Bridges ,  Cofins,  Soam,  and  Dr.  Adrian  Sararia,  a 
Spaniard ,  but  beneficed  in  the  church  of  England:  This 
laft  was  anfwered  by  Beza ;  Bridges  was  anfwered  by  Fenner , 
Cofins  by  Merrier,  and  Bilfon  by  Bradjhaw ,  though  the 
prefs  was  fhut  again!!  the  puritans. 

But  the  mod  celebrated  performance,  and  of  greateft 
note,  was  Mr.  Hooker's  Ecclefiaftical  polity,  in  eight  books; 
the  four  firft  of  which  were  publifhea  this  year;  the  fifth  in 
the  year  1597,  and  the  three  laft  not  till  many  years  after 
his  death,  for  which  reafon  fome  have  fufpefted  them  to  be 
interpolated,  though  they  were  depofited  in  the  hands  of 
Archbiftiop  Abbot,  from  whofe  copy  they  were  printed, 
about  the  beginning  of  the  civil  wars.*  This  is  efteemed 
the  mod  learned  defence  of  the  church  of  England,  wherein 
all  that  would  be  acquainted  with  its  conftitution  (fays  a  learn¬ 
ed  prelate)  may  fee  upon  what  foundation  it  is  built.  Mr. 
Flooker  begun  his  work  while  mafter  of  the  Temple,  but 
meeting  with  fome  trouble,  and  many  interruptions  in  that 
place,  the  archbiftiop,  at  his  requeft,  removed  him  to  Bofcum 
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in  the  diocefe  of  Salijbury ,  and  gave  him  a  minor  prebend  in 
hat  church;  here  he  finiflred  his  four  firft  book" Tom 
_u  nc^  it  was  1  emoved  to  the  parfonage  of  Bifhopjborn  in 

h;,W  ’  ! ,  °Ut  r,h[ee  ™  es. from  Canterbury ,  where  hefinifhed 
hi,  work  and  his  life  in  the  year  1600,  and  in  the  47th 
year  of  his  age. 

I  he  chief  principles  upon  which  this  learned  author  pro- 
ceecis,  are,  * 


cc  Aough  the  holy  feriptures  are  a  perfeft  rtandard 

of  doctrine,  they  are  not  a  rule  of  difeipline  or  ravera- 

C£  m(Tnt:  .Nor  IS  ^  Plaice  of  the  apoftles  an  invariable 
cc  n“e  or  law  Ae  church  in  fucceeding  ages,  becaufe  they 
tc  acJed  ^cording  to  the  circumftances  of  the  church  in  its 
cc  m  ant  aild  perfecuted  hate:  Neither  are  the  feriptures  a 
C4  Tu  e  ot  lluman  aftions,  fo  far  as  that  whatfoever  we  do 
cc  in  matters  of  religion  without  their  exprefs  dire&ion  or 
warrant  is  fin,  but  many  things  are  left  indifferent:  The 
c™rch  |s  a  fociety  like  others ,  inverted  with  powers  to 
cc  maf e  wnat  laws  file  apprehends  reafonable,  decent,  or  ne- 
oeflary,  for  her  well-being  and  government ,  provided  they 
“  do  not  interfere  with,  or  contradift  the  laws  and  com- 
^  mandments  of  holy  feripture:  Where  the  feripture  is 
human  authority  may  interpofe;  we  muft  then  have 
**  rccollrfe  to  the  reafon  of  things  and  the  rights  of  fociety: 
“  follows  from  hence,  that  the  church  is  at  liberty  to  ap- 
^  point  ceremonies,  and  ertablifh  order  within  the  limits 
ec  above-mentioned;  and  her  authority  ought  to  determine 
what  is  fit  and  convenient:  All  who  are  born  within  the 
confines  of  an  ertablifhed  church,  and  are  baptized  into 
“  it,  are  bound  to  fubmit  to  its  ecclefiaftical  laws;  they  may 
“  pot  dilgrace,  revile,  or  rejeft  them  at  pleafure:  The  church 
gc  is  their  mother,  and  has  more  than  a  maternal  power  over 
them:  I  he  pofitive  laws  of  the  church  not  being  of  a 
moral  nature,  are  mutable,  and  may  be  changed  or  re- 
■  “  verfed  by  the  fame  powers  that  made  them;  but  while 
they  are  in  force  they  are  to  be  fubmitted  to,  under  fuch 
penalties  as  the  church  in  her  wifdom  fhall  direft.” 

The  4th  and  5th  propofitiens  are  the  main  pillars  of  Mr* 
Hooker’ s  fabrick,  and  the  foundation  of  all  human  ertablifh- 
ments,  viz.  That  the  church ,  like  other  fociciies^  is  have  (led 
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with  power  to  make  laws  for  its  well-being ;  and  that  where 
the  feripture  is  fileni ,  human  authority  may  inter pofe .  All 
men  allow,  that  human  focieties  may  form  themfelves  after 
any  model,  and  make  what  laws  they  pleafe  for  their  well¬ 
being;  and  that  the  chriftian  church  has  feme  things  in  com¬ 
mon  with  all  focieties  as  fuch,  as  the  appointing  time  and 
place,  and  the  order  of  publick  worfhip,  &:c.  but  it  muff: 
be  remembered,  that  the  chriftian  church  is  not  a  meer  vo¬ 
luntary  fociety ,  but  a  community  formed  and  conftituted  by 
Chrift  the  foie  king  and  lawgiver  of  it ,  who  has  made 
fufticient  provifion  for  its  well-being  to  the  end  of  the  world. 
It  does  not  appear  in  the  New  Teftament,  that  thj  church  is 
empowered  to  mend  or  altar  the  conftitution  of  Chrift,  by 
creating  new  officers,  or  making  new  laws,  though  the 
chriftian  world  has  ventured  upon  it.  Chrift  gave  his  church 
prophets ,  evangelifls ,  pafiors ,  and  teachers ,  for  the  perfecting 
the  faints,  and  edifying  his  body;  but  the  fucceffors  of  the 
apoftles  in  the  government  of  the  church,  apprehending  thefe 
jiot  fufficient,  have  added  patriarchs ,  cardinals ,  deans ,  arch- 
deacons ,  canons ,  and  other  officials .  The  church  is  repre¬ 
sented  in  feripture  as  a  fpiritual  body,  her  ordinances,  prb 
vileges,  and  cenfures,  being  purely  fuch;  but  later  ages 
have  wrought  the  civil  powers  into  her  conftitution,  and 
kept  men  within  her  pale,  by  all  the  terrors  of  this  world, 
as  fines ,  imprifonments ,  banijhments ,  fire  and  f word .  It  is 
the  peculiar  excellence  of  the  gofpc!  worfhip  to  be  plain  and 
fimple ,  free  from  the  yoke  of  jewifh  ceremonies;  but  the 
antichriftian  powers,  thinking  this  a  defeft,  have  loaded  it 
with  numberlefs  ceremonies  of  their  own  invention;  and 
though  there  are  laws  in  feripture  fufficient  for  the  direction 
of  the  church,  as  conftituted  by  Chrift  and  his  apoftles, 
they  have  thought  fit  to  add  fo  many  volumes  of  ecclefiaftica! 
laws,  canons,  and  injunftions,  as  have  confounded,  if  not 
fubverted,  the  laws  of  Chrift. 

Whereas  if  men  confidered  the  church  as  a  fpiritual  body , 
conftituted  by  Chrift  its  foie  lawgiver  for  fpiritual  purpofes , 
they  would  then  fee  that  it  had  no  concern  with  their  civil 
lights,  properties  and  eftates,  nor  any  power  to  force  men 
to  he  of  its  communion,  by  the  pains  and  penalties  of  this 
world.  The  laws  of  the  New  Teftament  would  appear 

fufficient 
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Efficient  for  the  Well-being  of  fuch  a  fociety;  and  in  cafes 
where  there  are  no  particular  rules  or  injunftions,  that  it 
Is  the  will  of  Chrift  and  his  apoftles,  there  fhould  be  liberty 
and  mutual  forbearance;  there  would  then  be  no  occafion 
for  chriftian  courts ,  (as  they  are  called)  nor  for  the  interpo- 
iition  of  human  authority,  any  further  than  to  keep  the 
pe?*ce.  Upon  the  whole,  as  far  as  any  church  is  governed 
by  the  laws  and  precepts  of  the  New  Teftament,  fo  far  is  it 
a  church  of  Chrift;  but  when  it  fets  up  its  own  by-laws  as 
terms  of  communion,  or  works  the  policy  of  the  civil  magif- 
trate  into  its  conftitution,  it  is  fo  far  a  creature  of  the  ftate. 

Mr.  Hogker’ s  two  lafl  propofitions  are  inconfiftent  with 
the  firft  principles  of  the  reformation,  viz.  that  all  that  are 
horn  within  the  confines  of  an  eflablijbed  churchy  and  are  bap¬ 
tized  into  ity  are  bound  to  Jubmit  to  its  e c cleft aft i cal  laws  under 
fuch  penalties  as  the  church  in  her  wifdom  J hall  dare  cl.  Muft 
I  then  be  of  the  religion  of  the  country  where  I  am  born? 
that  is,  at  Rome  a  pap  iff;  in  Saxony  a  lutheran;  in  Scotland 
a  prefbyterian;  and  in  England  a  diocefan  prelatift;  and  this 
under  fuch  penalties  as  the  church  in  her  wifdom  fhall  think 
fit?  Muft  I  believe  as  the  church  believes,  and  fubinit  to  her 
laws  right  or  wrong  ?  Have  I  no  right  as  a  man  and  a  chrif¬ 
tian,  to  judge  and  aft  for  myfelf,  as  long  as  I  continue  a 
loyal  and  faithful  fubjeft  to  my  prince?  Surely  religious 
principles  and  church  communion  fhould  be  the  effeft  of 
examination  and  a  deliberate  choice,  or  they  lofe  their  name, 
and  degenerate  into  hypocrify  or  atheifm. 

From  general  principles  Mr.  Elooker  proceeds  to  vindicate 
the  particular  rites  and  ceremonies  of  the  church,  and  to 
clear  them  from  the  exceptions  of  the  puritans,  which  may 
eafily  be  done  when  he  has  proved,  that  the  church  has  a 
difcretionary  power  to  appoint  what  ceremonies ,  and  efablifh 
what  order  Jhe  thinks  ft;  he  may  then  vindicate  not  only 
the  ceremonies  of  the  church  of  England ,  but  all  thofe  of 
Rome ,  for  no  doubt  that  church  alledges  all  their  cere¬ 
monies  conducive  to  her  well-being,  and  not  inconfiftent 
with  the  laws  of  Chrift.  §  This 

§  To  Mr.  NeaPs  remarks  on  the  principles  of  the  “  ecclefiaftical  polity,” 
it  may  be  added;  that  how  juft  and  conclufive  foever  thofe  principles  are 
in  themfelves,  they  do  not,  they  cannot  apply  to  the  vindication  of  our  re¬ 
ligious 
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This  year  died  Dr.  John  Aylmer ,  biihop  of  London,  Me 
rh  irafter  has  been  fufficiently  drawn  in  this  hiftoiy;  he  w  as 
born  in  Norfolk,  educated  in  Cambridge,  and  in  Queen  Mary  s 
^on  an  eiile  for  religion;  he  was  fuch  a  title  man  .that 
Fuller*  fays,  when  the  fearchers  were  clearing  the  flnp  in 
which  he  made  his  efcape,  the  merchant  put  him  into  a  great 
wine  butt  that  had  a  partition  in  the  middle,  io  that  Mr. 
Aylmer  fat  inclofed  in  the  hinder  part,  while  the  fearchers 
drank  of  the  wine  which  they  faw  drawn  out  of  the  head 
on  the  other  part;  he  was  of  an  adhve,  bufy  fp.nt,  quick 
?  his  language,  and,  after  his  advancement,  of  a  {lout  and 
mperious  behaviour:  in  his  younger  days  he  was  inclined  to 
Turitanifm,  but  when  he  was  made  a  biihop  he  became  a  re- 
folute  champion  of  the  hierarchy,  and  a  bitter  perfecutor 
of  his  former  friends.  In  his  latter  days  he  was  very  cove¬ 
tous,  and  a  little  too  lax  in  his  morals:  He  ufually  played 
at  bowls  on  Sundays  in  the  afternoons;  and  ufed  fuch  lan¬ 
guage  at  his  game,  as  juftly  expofed  his  charafter  to  reproach; 
but  with  all  thefe  blemilhes,  the  writer  of  his  life  (Mr. 
Strype)  will  have  him  a  learned,  pious,  and  humble  biihop. 
He  died  at  Fulham,  June  3,  1594,  >nthe  74th  year  of  his  age.|| 

liaious  ejlablijhment ,  till  it  be  proved  that  its  ceremonies  and  laws  were  fixed 
b?  the  church.  In  whatever  fenfe  the  word  church  is  ufed ;  this  is  not  the 
faft.  Whether  you  underhand  by  it,  “  a  congregation  of  faithful  men, 
or  “  all  ecclefiaftical  perfons,”  or  “  an  order  of  men  who  are  let  apart  by 
«  chriftianity  and  dedicated  to  this  very  purpofe  of  publick  mftrudtioit 
in  neither  fenfe  were  the  forms  and  opinion^  of  our  eftablittied  religion  iet- 
tledby  the  church .  They  originated  with  royal  pleafure:  they  have 
changed  as  the  will  of  our  princes  hath  changed;  they  have  been  fettled  by 
afts  of  parliaments,  formed  illegally,  corrupted  by  penfions,  and  overawed 
by  prerogative,  and  they  conftitute  part  of  the  fiatuie  law  of  the  xand. 

See  my  Letters  to  the  Rev.  Dr.  Sturges.  17^2>  P*  !5 
*  Fuller’s  Worthies,  b.  ii.  p.  24.8. 

||  This  prelate  had  been  preceptor  to  Lady  Jane  Grey .  During  his  refi- 
dcnce  in  Switzerland,  he  aftifted  John  Fox ,  in  translating  his  Martyrology 
into  Latin.  It  was  ufual  with  him,  when  he  obferved  his  audience  to  be 
inattentive,  to  take  an  Hebrew  Bible  out  of  his  pocket  and  read  them  a  few 
verfes,  and  tlien  refume  his  difeourfe.  It  is  related,  as  an  in  fiance  of  his 
courage,  that  he  had  a  tooth  drawn  to  encourage  the  Queen  to  fubmk  to  the 
like  operation.  But  it  is  more  to  the  honour  of  his  judgment  and  patnotifm. 
that  notwithflanding  his  rigor  and  cruelty  in  ecclefiaftical  matters,  he^  had. 
and  avowed  juft  fentiments  concerning  the  conftitution  of  the  Englijh  go¬ 
vernment,  and  the  power  of  parliaments:  of  whom  he  faid,  that  if  they 
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over  all  perfons  andcaufea  within  domin  o“s  ™Ie&r 
cal  and  temporal-?  Whether  they  were  ear, wd  , 

quentcd  conventicles— or  taught  innovations  .  d  fr<T 
cd  the  new  difcipline-or  fpoke  i nZ^Z^yZn 

O!  he  common  prayer- or  did  not  adminifter  the  facramenr 
in  their  own  perlons  at  certain  times  of  the  year?  t  R 
thefe,  and  fuch-like  enquiries,  the  orffon-  ix-H'  i  i  1 , 
lately  cleared,  were  filled  aPain  for  by  if  **“ 

,h'  ecd'Wlkal  comm’ffionert  towaris'the 

dole  of  this  year,  it  appears  that  in  the  Marfhalf, '»n  At 
gate  the  Gate-Houfe ,  Bridewell ,  the  Fleet,  t\\o  Compters  the 
Uhite-Lwn  and  the  King’ s-Bench,  there  were  e4ty  n  ne 
pnfoners  for  religion;  ferae  popifb  recufants,  and  the  reft 
proteftant  non-conformifts;  of  whom  twenty-four  had  he™ 
committed  by  the  ecclefiaftical  commiflion,  and  the  reft  bv 
tie  council  and  the  bifhops  courts.  But  his  lordjhip’%  ml 

m  deftTs  7n  T**  7  interrupted,  by  his  falling  under  her 
majefty  s  difpleaftire  a  few  months  after  his  tranflation  for 

*  1  •  _  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^  Queen  looked  upon  as 

indecent  in  an  elderly  clergyman;  for  this  fhe  banifhed  him 

the  court,  and  commanded  the  archbifhop  to  fufpend  him 

i  om  his  biflioprick;  but  after  fix  months,  her  maiefty  beino- 

a  little  pacified,  ordered  his  fufpenfion  to  be  taken  off,  [hough 

fhe  would  never  admit  him  into  her  prefence,  which  hid 

fuch  an  influence  upon  his  great  fpirit,  as  was  thought  to 

haften  his  death, _  which  happened  the  next  year,  as  he  was 

letting  in  Ins  chair  fmoakmg  a  pipe  of  tobacco.  The  year 

following  he  was  Succeeded  by  Dr.  Bancroft,  the  great  ad- 
verlary  of  the  puritans.  s 

,*<  privileges  the  King  can  do  nothing  without  them:  If  he  do 

.  ■■  is  fault  in  ufurpmg  it,  and  their  folly  in  permitting  it  Wherefore* 

«  “  ^  judgment,  thofe  tiiat  in  King  Henry',  days  would  not  gram  him 
„  T  hpn  lkmatl0n  jhould  have  the  force  of  a  ftatute,  were  good  fathers 
°f  conntr>r  and  worthy  commendation  in  defending  their  liberty  ” 
cStrype  as  quoted  in  Britilh  Biogr.  vol.  iii.  p.  240,  241,  and  Granger’s 
Biogr.  Ilnlory,  vol.  1.  p.  208-9.  Ed, 
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Thefe  violent  proceedings  of  the  bi  fir  ops  drove  great  num-  * 
bers  of  the  Brownifts  into  Holland ,  where  their  leaders, 
Mr.  Johnfon ,  Mr.  Smith >  Mr.  Ainfworth ,  Mr.  Robinfon ,  Mr. 
Jawi,  and  others,  were  gone  before-hand,  and  with  the 
leave  of  the  hates  were  erefting  churches  after  their  own 
model  at  Amfterdam ,  Arnheim ,  Middleburgh ,  Leyden ,  and 
other  places.  The  church  at  Amfterdam  had  like  to  have 
been  torn  in  pieces  at  firft  by  inteftine  divifions,  but  after¬ 
wards  flourilhed  under  a  fucceflion  of  pallors  for  above  a 
hundred  years.  Mr.  Robinfon ,  pallor  of  the  church  at 
Leyden ,  firft  llruck  out  the  congregational  or  independent  form 
of  church  government,  and  at  length  part  of  this  church, 
tranfplanting  themfelves  into  America ,  laid  the  foundation  of 
the  noble  colony  of  England ,  as  will  be  feen  hereafter. 

.  Hitherto  the  controverfy  between  the  church  and  puri¬ 
tans  had  been  chiefly  about  habits  and  ceremonies ,  and  church - 
difciple ,  but  now  it  began  to  open  upon  points  of  doctrine; 
for  this  year  Dr.  Bound  publilhed  his  treatife  of  the  sab¬ 
bath,  wherein  he  maintains  the  morality  of  a  feventh  part 
of  time  for  the  worlhip  of  God;  that  chriftians  are  bound 
to  reft  on  the  Lord's  day  as  much  as  the  Jews  on  the  Mg - 
faical  fabbath,  the  commandment  of  reft  being  moral  and 
perpetual ;  that  therefore  it  was  not  lawful  to  follow  our 
ftudies  or  worldly  buftnefs  on  that  day;  nor  to  ufe  fuch  re¬ 
creations  and  pleafures  as  were  lawful  on  other  days,  as 
fhooting,  fencing  and  bowling ,  &c.  This  book  had  a  won¬ 
derful  fpread  among  the  people,  and  wrought  a  mighty  re¬ 
formation;  fo  that  the  Lord’s-day ,  which  ufed  to  be  pro- 
phaned  by  interludes ,  may -games ,  morrice-dances ,  and  other 
fports  and  recreations ,  began  to  be  kept  more  precifely,  efpe- 
cially  in  corporations.  All  the  puritans  fell  in  with  this 
doftrine,  and  diftinguifhed  themfelves  by  fpending  that  part 
of  facred  time  in  publick,  family,  and  private  afts  of  devo¬ 
tion.*  But  the  governing  clergy  exclaimed  againft  it,  as  a 
reftraint  of  chriftian  liberty;  as  putting  an  unequal  luftre 
on  the  Sunday ,  and  tending  to  eclipfe  the  authority  of  the 
church  in  appointing  other  feftivals .  Mr.  Rogers ,  author 
of  a  commentary  on  the  thirty-nine  articles,  writes  in  his 


*  Fuller,  b.  ix.  p.  227. 
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preface,  That  it  was  the  comfort  of  his  foul,  and  would  be 
o  bis  dying  day ,  that  he  had  been  the  man ,  and  the  means 
ijat  the  fabbatarian  errors  were  brought  to  the  light  and 
knowledge '  of  the  ftate .  But  I  ffiould  have  thought  this  cier- 
£}  man  might  have  had  as  much  comfort  upon  a  dyin^ 
bed,  if  he  had  fpent  his  zeal  in  recommending  the  religious 
oblei  vation  of  that  f acred  day .  Dr.  Bound  might  carry  his 
doftrme  too  high  if  he  advanced  it  to  a  level  with  the  JewiJh 
rigors ;  but  it  was  certainly  unworthy  the  charafter  of  divines 
to  encourage  men  in  f looting, ,  fencing. ,  and  other  diverfons 
on  ine  Lord’s  day ,  which  they  are  forward  enough  to  give 
way  to,  without  the  countenance  and  example  of  their 
fphitual  guides .  Archbiffiop  YYhitgift  called  in  all  the 
copies  of  Dr.  Bound’s  book  by  his  letters  and  officers  at 
fynods  and  vifitations,  and  forbad  it  to  be  reprinted;  and  the 
lead  chicr  jinfice  Popham  did  tjhe  fame;  both  of  them  de¬ 
claring,  that  the  fabbath  doctrine  agreed  neither  with  the 
do  ft  rine  of  our  church,  nor  with  the  laws  and  orders  of  this 
kingdom;'  tnat.it  difturbed  the  peace  of  the  commonwealth 
and  chui  ch,  and  tended  to  fchifni  in  the  one,  and  fedition  in 
the  other;  but  notwithflanding  ail  this  caution,  the  book 
was  read  privately  more  than  "ever.  “  The  more  liberty 
“  peopje  were  offered  (lays  Mr.  Fuller )  the  leff  they  ufed, 
refuilng  to  take  the  freedom  authority  tendered  them,  as 
cc  being  jealous  of  a  defign  to  blow  up  their  civil  liberties.” 
The  archbiffiop’s  head  was  no  fooner  laid,  but  Dr.  Bound 
prepared  his  book  for  the  prefs  a  fecond  time,  and  publiffied 
it  with  large  additions  in  1606;  and  fuch  was  its  reputation, 
that  fcarce  any  comment  or  catechifm  was  publiffied  by  the 
fhifter  divines  for  many  years,  in  which  the  morality  of  the 
fabbath  was  not  ftrongly  recommended  and  urged:  but  this 
controverfy  will  return  again  in  the  next  reign. 

All  the  proteftant  divines  in  the  church,  whether  puritans 
or  others,  feemed  of  one  mind  hitherto  about  the  dodlrines 
of  faith,  but  now  there  arofe  a  party  which  were  firft  for 
fo  fining,  and  then  for  overthrowing  the  received  opinions 
about  predeftination ,  perfeverance ,  free-will ,  effectual  grace , 
^nd  the  extent  of  our  Saviour  s  redemption .  The  articles  of 


*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  531, 
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the  church  of  England  were  thought  by  all  men  hitherto  to 
favour  the  explication  of  Calvin ;  but  thefe  divines  would 
make  them  hand  nueter,  and  leave  a  latitude  for  the  fub~ 
fcriber  to  take  either  fide  of  the  qiiehion.  All  the  puritans 
to  a  man  maintained  the  articles  of  the  church  to  be  calvi- 
niftical,  and  inconfihent  with  any  other  interpretation,  and 
fo  did  far  the  greateh  number  of  the.  conforming  clergy  $  but 
as  the  new  explications  of  Anninius  grew  into  repute*  the 
Calvinihs  were  reckoned  old-fafhioned  divines,}  and  at  length 
branded  with  the  character  of  doctrinal  puritans. 

The  debate  began  in  the  univerfity  of  Cambridge ,  where 
one  Mr.-  Barret,  fellow  of  Gonville  and  Caius  college,  in  hisr 
fermon  act  derum^  declared  himfelf  againh  Calvin’s  do&rmb 
about  predestination  and  falling  from  grace ;  reflecting  with 
fome  fliarpnefs  upon  that  great  divine ,  and  advifmg  his  hear¬ 
ers  not  to  read  him.  For  this  he  was  fummoned  before  the 
vice-chancellor  and  heads  of  colleges,  and  obliged  to  retraft 
in  St.  Mary’s  church,  according  to  a  form  prefcribed  by 
his  fuperiors;  which  he  read,  after  a  manner  that  fhewed  he 
did  it  only  to  fave  his  place  in  the  univerfity.  This  was  fo 
oflfenfive  to  the  fcholars,  that  forty  or  fifty  graduates  of  the 
feveral  colleges1  Cgned  a  petition,  dated  May  26,  1595,  foe-, 
firing  fome  further  courfe  might  be  taken  with  him,' that  the 
great  names  which  he  had  reproached,  as  P.  Martyr ,  Calvin * 
Beza ,  Zancbius ,  &c.  might  receive  fome  reparation.  ||  Both 
parties  appealed  to  the  archbifhop,  who  blamed  the  univer« 
fity  for  their  too  hafly  proceedings,  and  feemed  to  take  parr 
with  Barret \  but  the  heads  of  colleges  in  a Jfecond  letter: 
vindicated  their  proceedings,  defiring  his  grace  not.toen.-, 
courage  fuch  a  bold,  corrupt,  and  unlearned  young  fellow, 
and  infilled  on  the  rights  and  prerogatives  of  the  univerfity.? 
At  length  Mr.  Barret  was  fent  for  to  Lambeth ,  and  having 
been  examined  before  the/archbiihop  and  fome  other  divines^ 
they  agreed  that  he  had  maintained  fome  errors,  and  enjoined 
him  in  an  humble  manner  to  confefs  his  ignorance  and  mif- 
take,  and  not  to  teach  the  like  doftrines  for  the  future;  but. 
he  chofe  rather  to  quit  the  univerfity.*  This  Barret  was  a 

t  While  they  in  return  looked  on  the  others  as  little  better  than  Novelifls. 

IVarnerJ  Ed. 

J|  Life  ofWhitgift,  p<  437,  *  Heyl  Hift.  Prelb,  p.  343. 
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conceitdd  youthj'who  djd  not  treat  his  fuperiors  with  de¬ 
cency:  In  one  of  his:.letters  he  calls  the  grave  and  learned 
Mr,  Perkins,  homuncio  qnidam ,  a  little  contemptible  fellow: 
but: at  laft  he  turned  papili.  The  fire  was  no  fooner  kindled, 
than  it  \vas  obferved  that  Barret  and  hi  s  friends  were  coun¬ 
tenanced  by  the  high  conformills  and  Roman  catholicks, 
and  that  his  adverfaries  took  part  with  the  puritans ,  which 
was  like  to  produce  a  new  divifion  in  the  church.*  . 

t  To  put  an  end  to  thefe  difputes,  the  heads  of  the  uni- 
verfity  fent  Dr..  Whitaker  and  Dr.  Ty?idal  to  Lambeth,  to 
confult  with  the  archbilhop,  and  fome  ether  learned  divines, 
upon  thefe  points;  who  at  length,  November  20th,  con¬ 
cluded  upon  the  following  nine  propofitions,  commonly  called 
the  Lambeth  articles,  which  the  fchoiars  in  the  univerfity 
were  ftriftly  enjoined  to  conform  their  judgments  unto,  and 
not  to  vary.  from.  The  articles  were  as  follow: 

.  .  *  I  r  . 

“  That  God  from  eternity  has  predeftinated  fome  perfons 
“  to  lift,  and  reprobated  others  to  death:— The  moving  or 
“  efficient  ,c^ufe;  of  predeftination  to  life,  is,  not  forefeen 

^  faith  or1  good  works,  or  any  other  commendable  quality 

Ml  adicj  Am 

a 
cc 

for  their  fins:— A  true,  lively,  and  juftifying  faith,  and 
“  the^fanftifying  ihfluence  of  thefpirit,  is  not  extinguifh'ed, 
-n^r  does  it  fail,  or  go  off  either  finally  or  totally: — A 
filled  perTon  has  a  full  aflurance  and  certainty  of  the 
Temiihon  of  his  fills,  and  his  everlafting  falvation  by  Chrift: 

: — Saving  grace  is  not  communicated  to  all  men;  neither 
x  have  all  men  fuch  a  meafure  of  divine  affiftance,  that  they 
:c  maybe  fayed  if  they  will: — No  perfon  can  come  to  Chrift 
unlefs  it  be  given' him,  and  unlefs  the  Father  draw  him; 
and  all  men  are  lipt  drawn  by  the  Father  that  they  may  come 
to  Chrift : — It  is  not  in  every  one’s  will  and  power  to  be 

)>  k  .  .Hi 


u 

cc 

Cl 

Cl 

Cjl 

Cl 

Cl 

Cl 

Cl 

h 


-  r  t  it  .  .  - .  i  •  *•  •  *  **.  ■  r  ■  0  *  j  r  r . 

h  \  <  i.J.1  X  »  -*  4^^-  v  .aDu 

.Thefe  high  propofitions  were  drawn  up,  and  confented 
to  by,  Archbjffiop  Whitgift,  Dr  .  Fletcher  bifhop  of  London % 
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Dr.  Vaughan  elect  of  Bangor ,  and  fome  others;  they  were 
fent  to  Dr.  Hutton  archbifhop  of  T irk,  and  Dr.  Young  of 
Roche/ter ,  who  fubfcribed  them,  only  wi thing  that  the  word 
\neceffarily ]  in  the  fourth  article,  and  thole  words  in  the 
Seventh  article  [if  the  will ]  might  be  omitted.  The  arch- 
billiop  in  his  letter  which  he  fent  to  the  univerlity  with  the 
artiaes,  fay  they  are  to  look  upon  them  not  as  new  laws  and 
deciees,  but  only  as  an  explication  of  certain  points  which 
they  apprehend  to  be  true,  and  correfponding  to  the  do  dr  hie 
profejed  in  the  church  of  England,  and  already  ejlablijhed 
by  the  laws  of  the  land.  But  forafmuch  as  they  had  not  the 
C>ueen’s  fanftion,  he  defires  they  may  not  become  a  publick 
ad,  but  ufed  privately  and  with  difcretion.*  He  adds  that 
her  majefty  was  fully  perfuaded  of  the  truth  of  them;  which 
is  Itrange,  when  lire  commanded  Sir  Robert  Cecil  to  fmnifv 
to  the  archbifhop  by  letter,  “  That  hie  mifliked  much’that 
any  allowance  had  been  given  by  his  grace  and  his  bre¬ 
thren  for  any  fitch  points  to  be  difputed,  being  a  matter 
tender  and  dangerous  to  weak,  ignorant  minds:  And 
K  thereupon  commanded  him  to  fufpend  the  urging  them 
pubhckly,  or  fuffermg  them  to  be  debated  in  the  pulpit  ” 
The  Queen’s  defign  was  to  ftifle  the  controverfy  in  its 
birth;  for  if  lhe  was  diffatisfied  with  the  archbilhop’s  pri¬ 
vate  determinations,  hie  was  downright  angry  with  Dr.  Baro 
a  Frenchman,  and  one  of  the  divinity  profeffors  at  Cambridge 
for  continuing  the  debate.  She  faid,  that  being  an  alien, 
and  humanely  harboured  and  infranchifed  both  himfelf  and 
amily  he  ought  to  have  carried  himfelf  more  quietly  and 
peaceably.  His  cafe  was  this;  in  his  fermon  before  the 
univerlity  preached  January  1 2,  he  afferted,  “  That  God 

«  CrCiUcd  ,al1  mei)  according  to  his  own  likenefs  in  Adam 

«  mibufoTt?7  t°eterna'I!fe>from  which  he  rejects  no 
«  ^,an  bu,r.°"  the  account  of  his  fins:— That  Chrih  died  for 

«  ;l!  i™"kind’. and  was  a  Propitiation  for  the  fins  of  the  whole 
«  iy  d’  onS,naJ  and  actual ;  the  remedy  provided  by  him 
being  as  extenfive  as  the  ruins  of  the  fall: — That  the  pro 

<:  "Sly  and?' 1  t0  US  hl  a-  to  bePge- 

nerally  and  umverfally  taken  and  underftood,  being  made 
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“  as  much  to  Judas  as  to  Peter ”  For  thefe  propofitions 
he  was  fummoned  before  the  vice-chancellor  and  heads  of 
colleges,  who  examined  him  by  feveral  interrogatories,  and 
commanded  him  preremptorily  to  abftain  from  thofe  corn 
troverfies  in  his  leftures  and  fermons  for  the  future. 

They  acquainted  fecretary  Cecil  by  letter  with  their  pro¬ 
ceedings,  in  which  they  call  all  doftrines  popijh ,  and  fay, 
that  for  fourteen  or  fifteen  years  he  has  taught  in  his  le&ures, 
and  preached  in  his  fermons,  divers  points  of  doftrine  con¬ 
trary  to  thofe  which  have  been  taught  and  read  ever  fince 
her  majefty’s  reign,  and  agreeable  to  the  errors  of  popery, 
by  which  means  they  fear  the  whole  body  of  that  religion 
will  break  in  upon  them;  they  therefore  pray  his  lordfhip’s 
alii  fiance  for  the  fuppreffing  them.  Camb.  March  8  th,  1 595.  J 

On  the  other  hand  Baro  wrote  to  the  archbilhop  to  keep 
him  in  his  place,  promifing  obedience  to  his  grace’s  com¬ 
mands,  and  to  keep  the  peace  of  the  univerfity  by  dropping 
the  controverfy  in  (Hence.  ||  He  alfo  wrote  to  fecretary  Cecil 
to  put  a  Hop  to  the  proceedings  of  the  vice-chancellor,  which 
he  together  with  the  archbilhop  accomplilhed;  but  the  uni¬ 
verfity  not  being  fatisfied  with  him,  he  was  obliged  next  year 
to  quit  his  profeflbrfhip  and  retire  to  London ,  where  he  died 
two  or  three  years  after,  having  been  Lady  Margaret’s  pro- 
fefifor  at  Cambridge  about  twenty-five  years.  §  He  left  a  large 
poflerity  behind  him,  and  was  buried  in  St.  Olave’s ,  Hart , 
Jlreet ,  his  pall  being  fupported  by  fix  doctors  of  divinity- 

X  Signed  by  Roger  Goad,  pro-can .  Tho.  Prefton, 

R.  Some,  Hump.  Tindal, 

Tho.  Legge,  James  Montague, 

John  Jegon,  Edm.  Barrel, 

Tho.  Nevvie,  Lawr.  Chadderton. 

||  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  ult.  p.  230. 

§  “  Hence,”  remarks  an  able  writer,  “  it  appears  what  little  latitude 
was  then  allowed  to  the  freedom  of  thinking  and  debate,  on  fubjefts  the 
moil  innocent,  and  with  regard  to  doftrines  the  truth  of  which  is  now 
generally  maintained  by  the  clergy,  and  efpecially  by  thofe  of  them  who 
ftand  the  highdtin  dignity,  reputation,  and  learning.  We  muft  be  fenfible 
how  narrow  was  the  fpirit,  and  how  confined  the  true  theological  knowledge 
of  the  times,  when  the  gloomy  dogmas  of  calvinifm  were  maintained  with 
fuch  pertinacity  by  the  governors  of  the  church,  and  to  call  them  in  queftion 
was  looked  upon  as  a  crime.” 

Kiftory  of  Knowledge  in  the  New  Annual  Regifter  for  1789,  p*  9. 
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by  order  from  the  Bifliop  of  London .  The  chancellor  in 
his  letter  to  the  univerlity  was  very  angry,  becaufe  they 
lifted  Baro  with  interrogatories,  “  as  if,  fays  he,  he  was  a 
“  thief;  this  feems  done  of  ftomach  among  you.”  How 
fad  then  was  the  cafe  of  the  puritans! 

The  divines  of  Oxford ,  and  indeed  all  the  firft  reformers, 
were  in  the  fame  fentiments  with  thofe  of  Cambridge  about 
the  difputed  points;  Calvin  s  inflitutions  being  read  publickly 
in  the  fchools  by  appointment  of  the  convocation,  though 
perhaps  they  might  not  go  the  full  length  of  the  Lambeth 
articles,  nor  exprefs  themfelves  with  the  exactnefs  of  thofe 
who  lived  afterwards,  when  thofe  doftrines  were  publickly 
oppofed  by  Arminius  and  his  followers. 

The  article  of  our  Saviour’ s  local  defcent  into  hell  began 
to  be  queftioned  at  this  time.  It  had  been  the  received  doc¬ 
trine  of  the  church  of  England ,  that  the  foul  of  Chrift, 
being  feparated  from  his  body,  defcended  locally  into  hell, 
that  he  might  there  triumph  over  fatan,  as  before  he  had  over 
death  and  fin. X  But  the  learned  Mr.  Hugh  Broughton ,  the 
rabbi  of  his  age,  whom  King  fames  would  have  courted 
into  Scotland ,  convinced  the  world  that  the  word  hades ,  ufed 
by  the  Greek  fathers  for  the  place  into  which  Chrift  went 
after  his  crucifixion,  did  not  mean  hell ,  or  the  place  of  the 
damned,  but  only  the  ftate  of  the  dead,  or  the  invifible 
world.  It  was  further  debated,  whether  Chrift  underwent 
in  his  foul  the  wrath  of  God,  and  the  pains  of  hell,  and 
finifhed  all  his  fufferings  upon  the  crofs  before  he  died.-f — 
This  was  Calvin’s  fentiment,  and  with  him  agreed  all  the  puri¬ 
tan  divines,  who  preached  it  in  their  fermons,  and  inferted  it 
in  their  catechifms.  On  the  other  hand,  Bifliop  Bilfon  in  his 
fermons  at  Paul’s  Crofs  maintained,  that  no  text  of  fcripture 
ajferted  the  death  of  Chrift’ s  fouf  or  the  pains  of  the  damned 
to  be  requijite  in  the  perfon  of  Chrijl  before  he  could  be  our 
ranfomer ,  and  the  Saviour  of  the  world  *  But  Hill  he  main¬ 
tained  the  local  defcent  of  Chrift  into  hell,  or  the  territory 
of  the  damned;  and  that  by  the  courfe  of  the  creed  the 
article  mult  refer  not  to  Chrift  living  upon  the  crofs,  but  to 

||  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  473.  X  Heyl.  Hid.  Prefb.  p.  349. 

t  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  482.  *  Heyl.  Hilt.  Prefb,  p.  3  50. 
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Uf  ,dead;  and that  lle  went  thither  not  to  fuffer,  but  to 
wk.1  the  keys  of  hell  and  death  out  of  the  hands  of  the  devil.% 
When  thefe  lermons  were  printed,  they  were  prefently  an- 
fwered  by  Mr.  Henry  Jacob ,  a  learned  Brownift.  Bilfon,  by 
the  Queen  s  command,  defended  his  fermons,  in  a  treatife 
entitled,  a  Survey  of  Ch rift's  Sufferings ,  which  did  not  ap- 
pear  in  the  world  till  1604.  The  controverfy  was  warmly 
debated  in  both  universities;  but  when  the  learned  comba¬ 
tants  had  fpent  their  artillery  it  dropt  in  fiknce,  without  any 
determination  f  rom  authority,  though  it  was  one  of  the  ar¬ 
ticles  ufually  objected  to  the  puritans,  for  which  they  were 
fufpended  their  mm, (fry.  [And  the  rational  fentiment,  that 
the  word  hades  figmfies  only  the  hate  of  the  dead,  or  the 
lnvifible  world,  filently  and  univerfally  took  place.] 

Among  other  leproaches  calf  upon  their  clergy,  one  was 
that  they  deluded  the  people  by  claiming  a  power  to  exorcife 
the  devil.  «  Some  of  their  minifters,  fays  Mr.  Strype,  pre- 
tended  to  call  out  devils,  that  fo  the  amazed  multitude 
having  a  great  veneration  for  thefe  exorcizers  of  devils, 
by  the  powei  of  their  prayers  and  fadings,  might  the  more 
readily  and  awfully  fubmit  to  their  opinions  and  ways;  a 
“  practice  borrowed  from  the  then  papids  to  make  their 
pimds  reveied,  and  to  confirm  the  laity  in  their  fuper- 
#  fthions.  One  would  think  here  was  a  plot  of  fome  cun- 
ning,  defigning  men,  to  conjure  the  people  into  the  belief 
of  difeipline ;  but  all  vanifhes  in  the  peculiar  principles 
cl  a  weak,  and  (as  Mr.  Strype  confedes)  honed  man,  whofe 
name  was  Den  rc/,  a  13.  yl,  and  mmider  of  Nottingham,  This 
anine  was  of  opinion,  that  by  the  power  of  prayer  the  devil 
might  be  caft  out  of  perfons  poffeffed'f  and  having  tried  the 
expei  iment  upon  one  Darlin  of  Burton ,  a  boy  of  about  four¬ 
teen  years  old  with  fuppofed  fuccefs,  and  upon  fome  others, 


$  This  controverfy  gave  a  celebrity,  beyond  his  own  time,  to  the  name 
of  Bifhop  Bilfon ;  he  was  an  eminent  divine  and  the  author  of  fome  doc¬ 
trinal  and  practical  works ;  as  well  as  of  fome  Latin  poems  and  orations 
never  publifhed.  In  the  reign  of  James  the  firft,  he  was  one  of  the  two 
final  correctors  of  the  Englijh  tranflation  of  the  Bible;  for  which  office 
his  eafy  and  harmonious  ftyle  particularly  qualified  him. 

Hiftory  of  Knowledge  in  the  New  Annual  Regifter  for  1789,  p.  17.  Ed. 

t  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  492,  494,  495, 
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he  was  importuned  by  one  of  the  minifters,  and  feveral  in¬ 
habitants  of  the  town  of  Nottingham,  to  vifit  one  William 
Somers ,  a  boy  that  had  fuch  convulfive  agonies,  as  were 
thought  to  be  preternatural,  iniomuch  that  when  Mi.  Dan  cl 
had  feen  them,  he  concluded  with  the  reft  of  the  fpe&ators 
that  lie  was  pojjejfed,  and  advifed  his  friends  to  defire  the 
help  of  godly  and  learned  minifters  to  endeavour  his  rccft* 
very,  but  excufed  himfelf  from  being  concerned,  left  if  the* 
devil  fhould  be  difpoffeffed,  the  common  people  fhould  at¬ 
tribute  to  him  fome  fpecial  gift  of  cafting  out  devils',  but  upon 
a  fecond  requeft  from  the  mayor  of  Nottingham ,  he  agreed 
with  Mr.  Aldridge  and  two  other  minifters,  with  about  one 
hundred  and  fifty  neighbouring  chriftians,  to  fet  apart  a  day 
for  falling  and  prayer,  to  intreat  the  Lord  to  caft  out  Satan , 
and  deliver  the  young  man  from  lfis  torments;  and  after  fome 
time  the  Lord  they  fay  was  intreated,  and  they  bleffed  God 
for  the  fame;  this  was  November  1 597.  A  few  days  after, 
the  mayor  and  fome  of  the  aldermen  began  to  fufpcft  that 
Somers  was  a  cheat,  and  to  make  him  confefs,  they  took  him 
from  his  parents,  and  committed  him  to  the  cuftody  of  two 
men,  who  with  threatnings  prevailed  with  him  to  acknow¬ 
ledge,  that  he  had  dilfembled  and  counterfeited  all  he  did. 
Upon  this  he  was  carried  before  the  commijjion ,  where  at 
firlt  he  owned  himfelf  a  counterfeit,  and  then  prefently  de¬ 
nied  it  again;  but  being  thoroughly  frighted,  he  fell  into 
fits  before  the  commiflioners,  which  put  an  end  to  his  exa¬ 
mination  for  the  prefent.  After  fome  time,  being  ftill  in 
cuftody,  he  returned  to  his  confejjin g,  and  charged  Mr. 
Darrel  with  training  him  up  in  the  art  for  four  years.  Upon 
this  Mr.  Darrel  was  fummoned  before  the  commiflioners,  and 
brought  witneffes  with  him  to  prove,  that  Somers  had  de¬ 
clared  in  a  very  folemn  manner  that  he  had  not  dilfembled; 
upon  which  he  was  difmiffed,  and  the  commijjion  diffolvcd; 
but  the  affair  making  a  great  noife  in  the  country,  Mr. 
Darrel  was  fent  for  to  Lambeth ,  and  after  a  long  hearing 
before  the  archbifliop,  and  others  of  thefhigh  commiffion, 
he  was  depofed  from  his  miniftry,  and  committed  clofe  pri- 
foner  to  the  Gate-houfe ,  for  being  acceffary  to  a  vile  im- 
pofture,  where  he  continued  many  yeats. 

While 
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While  Mr.  Darrel  was  in  the  prifon,  he  wrote  an  apology 
to  mew  that  people  in  thefe  latter  days  way  be  pojfejfed  with 
devils ;  and  that  by  prayer  and  fajling  the  unclean  fpirit  may 
be.  cafl  out .  In  the  end  of  which  he  makes  this  protection; 
11  what  I  am  accufed  of  be  true,  (viz.  that  I  have  been 
acc diary  to  a  vile  impofture,  with  a  defign  to  impofe  on 
^mankind)  let  me  be  regiftered  to  my  perpetual  infamy, 
“'not  only  for  a  notorious  deceiver,  but  fuch  an  hypocrite 
“  as  never  trod  on  the  earth  before;  yea,  Lord!  for  to  thee 
“  I  convert  my  fpeech,  who  knoweft  all  things,  if  I  have 
comederated  more  or  lei s  with  Somers ,  Darlings  or  any  of 
the  red ;  if  ever  I  fet  eye  on  them  before  they  were  pof- 
fcfjl ;/,  then  let  me  not  only  be  made  a  laughing-dock, 
and  a  by -word  to  all  men,  but  rafe  my  name  alfo  out  of 

the  book  of  life,  and  let  me  have  my  portion  with  hy- 
“  pocrites.” 

JL  w 

It  has  been  obferved,  that  the  bifhops  had  now  wifely 
transferred  the  profecution  of  the  puritans  from  themfelves 
to  the  temporal  courts,  fo  that,  inftead  of  being  fummoned 
before  the  high  commijjion ,  they  were  indicted  at  the  aflizes, 
and  tried  at  common  law;  this  being  thought  more  advife- 
able,  to  take  off  the  odium  from  the  church.  Judge  Anderfon 
difcovered  his  zeal  againff  them  this  fummer  in  an  extraor¬ 
dinary  manner,  for  in  his  charge  to  the  jury  at  Lincoln  he 
told  them,  that  the  country  was  infefled  with  Brownijls ,  with 
difciplinarians  and  erectors  of  prejbyteries-,  which  he  fpoke 
with  fo  much  wrath,  with  fo  many  oaths,  and  fuch  reviling 
*  language,  as  offended  the  gentlemen  upon  the  bench.  He 
called  the  preachers  knaves,  faying,  that  they  would  fhirt 
up  into  the  pulpit  and  fpeak  againff  every  body.f  He  was 
for  extending  the  ftatute  of  recufancy  to  fuch  who  went  at 
any  time  to  hear  fermons  from  their  own  parifh  churches, 
though  they  ufually  attended  in  their  places,  and  heard  divine 
fervice  dutifully.  When  Lord  Clinton,  and  the  deputy  lieu¬ 
tenants,  and  juftices  of  thofe  parts,  obtained  the  bifhop’s 
allowance  for  a  day  of  faffing  and  prayer  at  Lowth,  upon 
an  extraordinary  occafion,  his  lordlhip  urged  the  jury  to  find 
a  bill  againff  them,  upon  the  ftatute  of  conventicles. 

»  :  i  *  *  l. 

f  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  ult.  p,  *64. 
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Mr.  Allen  miriifter  of  that  parilh,  being  inclined  by  means 
of  a  revengeful  juitice  of  peace,  for  not  reading  all  the 
prayers  at  once,  (he  ufmg  fometimes  to  omit  part  of  them 
for  the  fermon)  was  obliged  to  hold  up  his  hand  at  the  bar, 
when  judge  Anderfon  (landing  up,  fpoke  to  him  with  a  fierce 
countenance;  and  having  infinuated  fome  grievous  faults 
anainft  the  man  (though  he  named  none)  called  linn  often¬ 
times  knave ,  rebellious  knave ,  -with  more  fuch  opprobrious 
language,  though  it  was  known  all  over  the  country  that 
Mr.  Allen  was  a  good  preacher;  that  he  had  fubfcribed; 
was  elleemed  by  the  bifliop;  was  conformable  in  Ins  affec¬ 
tions;  and  behaved  upon  this  occafion  with  all  humility  and 
fubmiflion.  But  his  lordfhip  hadfaid  in  his  charge,  that  he 
would  hunt  all  the  puritans  out  of  his  circuit.  One  thing 
was  remarkable  in  Mr.  Allen's  arraignment,  that  when  upon 
fome  point  wherein  judgment  in  divinity  was  required,  Mr. 
Allen  referred  himfelf  to  the  bifhop  (his  ordinary  then  fitting 
upon  the  bench),  the  judge  took  him  up  with  marvellous 
indignation,  and  faid,  he  was  both  his  ordinary  and  bijhop  in 
that  place. 

Thus  the  puritan  clergy  were  put  upon  a  level  with  rogues 
and  felons ,  and  made  to  hold  up  their  hands  at  the  bar 
among  the  vileft  criminals;  there  was  hardly  an  ajfi%e  in  any 
county  in  England ,  but  one  or  more  minilters,  through  the 
refen tments  of  fome  of  their  parilhioners,  appeared  in  this 
condition,  to  the  difgrace  of  their  order,  and  the  lofs  of 
their  reputation  and  ufefulnefs;  befides  being  expofedto  the 
infults  of  the  rude  multitude.  “  But  I  would  to  God  (fays 
66  my  author)  that  they  which  judge  in  religious  caufes, 
“  though  in  the  name  of  civil  affairs,  would  either  get  fome 
u  more  knowledge  in  religion  and  God’s  word  than  my  lord 
“  Anderfon  hath,  or  call  in  the  affiffance  of  thofe  that  have.”* 
Archbifhop  IVhitgift  was  bufy  this  fummer  about  eleftions 
for  the  enfuing  parliament,  which  was  to  meet  Oft.  24,  1 697. 
Mr.  Strype  fays,  his  grace  took  what  care  he  could  to  prevent 

f  Strvpe’s  Ann.  vol.  ult.  p.  267. 

Thefe  are  not  the  words  of  Mr.  Strype  himfelf,  as  they  may  appear 
by  the  manner  of  quotation,  but  are  part  of  a  letter  “  from  a  perfon  un~ 
8<  known  of  the  clergy  to  a  perfon  of  quality”  on  Judge  Anderfon  s  pro¬ 
ceedings.  Ed, 
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fudi  as  were  difaffected  to  the  conflitution  of  the  church 
nut  is  all  puritans,  ■  from  coming  into  the  houfe;  but  fome 
thought  tt  a  little  out  of  character  for  an  archbifhop  to  ap- 

dvS  t  TheCh  7  f°  f1C  Ch°.1Ce  °f  thC  Pe°ple's  rePrePe™- 

tiveS.§  The  houfe  being  thus  modelled,  did  not  meddle 

with  the  foundations  of  difcipline,  or  form  of  publick  worjhip- 
ut  feveral  bills  were  brought  in  to  regulate  abufes  in  fpiri- 
tual  courts,  as  againfl  licences  to  marry  without  bauds 
agamlt  exceflive  fees,  frivolous  citations  ex  officio,  and  ex- 
communications  for  little  matters,  as  two  pence  or  three  pence. 
Thefe  and  all  other  bills  of  this  nature  were,  according  to 
cultom,  quafhed  by  a  melfage  from  the  Queen,  forbidding- 
them  to  touch  her  prerogative;  and  affuring  them,  that  flie 
wouId_  take  the  aforefaid  grievances  into  her  princely  con- 
fid  eration.  Accordingly  her  majefly  referred  thefe  matters 
to  the  convocation;  it  being  her  Heady  maxim,  not  to  pro¬ 
ceed  in  matters  of  the  church  by  fatutes,  which  the  par¬ 
liament  alone  could  repeal,  but  rather  by  canons,  which  lire 
could  confirm  or  difpenfe  with  at  pleafure.  The  convocation 
drew  up  fome  regulations  upon  thefe  and  other  heads,  re- 
lating  to  ecclefiaftical  courts,  which  the  Queen  confirmed  by 
her  letters  patent  January  18th,  in  the  40th  year  of  her 
reign.  They  were  printed  the  fame  year  by  her  authority 

and  may  be  feen  in  Bifhop  Sparrow' s  collection  of  articles5 
injunctions,  &c. 


But  ftill  the  ecclefiaftical  courts  were  an  infufferable  grie¬ 
vance:  the  opprefiions  which  people  underwent  from  the 
bottomlefs  deep  of  the  canon  law,  put  them  upon  removing 
their  caufes  into  Weftminfter-hall,  by  getting  prohibitions  to 
ftay  proceedings  in  the  bifhops  courts,  or  in  the  high  com- 
miffion.  This  awakened  the  archbifliop,  who,  in  order  to 
fupport  the  civilians,  drew  up  certain  queries  to  be  confi- 
dered  by  the  lords  and  judges  of  the  land  touching  prohibi¬ 
tions-,  of  which  this  was  the  principal,  “  That  feeing  eccle- 
tc  fiaflical  authority  is  as  truly  veiled  in  the  crown  as  temporal, 
t(  whether  the  Queen’s  temporal  authority  fliould  any  more 
“  reflrain  her  ecclefiaftical,  than  her  ecclefiaftical  fliould  her 
“  temporal ?  And  feeing  fo  many,  and  fo  great  perfonages 


§  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  508. 
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“  with  fome  others,  are  traded  to  do  her  majefty  fervice 
“  in  her  ecclefiajiical  commijjioh ,  whether  it  be  convenient, 

“  that  an  offender,  ready  to  be  cenfured,  flrould  obtain,  and 
“  publickly  throw  into  court  a  prohibition,  to  the  delay  of 
“  iullice,  and  to  the  difgrace  and  difparagement  of  thole  who 
«  ferve  freely,  without  all  fee  therein.”  The  archbilhop 
caufed  a  lift  to  be  made  of  divers  cafes,  wherein  the  cbri/iian 
court ,  as  lie  called  it,  had  been  interrupted  by  the  temporal  ju- 
nfdicHon ;  and  of  many  caufes  that  had  been  taken  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  bijhops  courts ,  the  high  commiffion. ,  and  the  court 
of  delegates ;  the  former  authorifed  by  immediate  commiffion 
from  the  Queen,  and  the  latter  by  a  fpecial  commiffion  upon 
an  appeal  to  her  court  of  Chancery. ||  But  notwithffanding 
all  thefe  efforts  of  IV hit  gift  and  his  fucceffor  Bancroft ,  the 
number  of  prohibitions  increafed  every  year;  the  nobility, 
gentry,  and  judges,  being  too  wife  to  fubje<5!  their  eftates 
and  liberties  to  a  number  of  artful  civilians,  verfed  in  a  codex 
or  body  of  laws,  of  molt  uncertain  authority ,  and  ftrangers 
to  the  common  and  ftatute  law,  without  the  check  of  a  pro¬ 
hibition;  when  it  was  notorious,  that  the  canon  law  had  been 
always  flnce  the  reformation  controuled  by  the  laws  and  flatutes 
of  the  realm.  Thus  the  civilians  funk  in  their  bufinefs  under 
the  two  next  archbifliops,  till  Laud  governed  the  church, 
who  terrifying  the  judges  from  granting  prohibitions ,  the 
Spiritual  courts ,  Star-chamber ,  Council  table,  and  high  com- 
jniffioners  rode  triumphant,  fining,  imprifoning,  arid  bariilh- 
ing  men  at  their  pleafure,  till  they  became  as  terrible  as  the 
Spanijh  inquifition,  and  brought  upon  the  nation  all  the  con- 
fufions  and  defolations  of  a  civil  war. 

From  this  time  to  the  Queen’s  death,  there  was  a  kind  of 
ceffation  of  arms  between  the  church  and  puritans;  the  com¬ 
batants  were  out  of  breath,  or  willing  to  wait  for  better 
times.  Some  apprehended  that  the  puritans  were  vanquilhed, 
and  their  numbers  leffened  by  the  fevere  execution  of  the 
penal  laws;  whereas  it  will  appear,  by  a  furvey  in  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  next  reign,  that  the  non-conforming  clergy  were 
about  fifteen  hundred.  But  the  true  reafon  was  this,  the 
Queen  was  advanced  in  years,  and  could  not  live  long  in  a 
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com-ie  of  nature,  and  the  next  heir  to  the  crown  beinw  a 
pi  efby  terian,  the  bifhops  were  cautious  of  aching  againft  a 
party  tor  whom  his  majefty  had  declared,  not  knowing  what 
revenge  he  might  take,  when  he  was  fixed  on  the  throne- 
and  the  puritans  were  quiet,  in  hopes  of  great  matters  to 
jt  done  ror  mem  upon  the  expefted  change. 

Notwithstanding  all  former  repulfes  from  court,  the 
uecn  s  laid  parliament,  which  fat  in  the  year  1601,  renewed 
their  attacks  upon  the  ecclefiaftical  courts;  a  bill  bein^ 
brought  m  to  examine  into  bilhops  leafes,  and  to  difable 
tiiem  from  taking  fines;  another  againft  pluralities  and  non- 
rejt dents ;  and  another  againft  commifaries  and  archdeacons 
courts.  Multitudes  of  complaints  came  to  the  houfe  aoainft 
me  proceedings  of  the  ordinaries  ex  mero  officio ,  without 
oue  prefentments  preceding,  and  againft  the  frequent  keep- 
ing  their  courts,  fo  that  the  churchwardens  were*  fometimes 
cited  to  two  or  three  fpiritual  courts  at  once;*  complaint  was 

made  of  their  charging  the  country  with  quarterly  bills;  of 

the  great  number  of  apparitors ,  and  petty  fummoners ,  who 
leized  upon  people  for  trifling  offences;  of  the  admiffion  of 
curates  by  officials  and  commifaries ,  without  the  bilhop’s 
now  ledge,  and  without  teftimomals  of  their  converfation; 
of  fcandalous  commutations  of  penance,  and  divers  abufes 
of  the  like  kind;  but  the  ()ueen  would  not  fuffer  the  houfe 
to  debate  them,  referring  them  to  the  archbifliop,  who  w-rote 
to  his  brethren  the  bifhops,  to  endeavour  as  much  as  poflible 
to  reform  the  above-mentioned  grievances,  which,  fays  he, I 
have  produced  multitudes  of  complaints  in  parliament;  anc 
had  they  not  been  prevented  by  great  circumfpe&ion,  and 
promife  of  careful  reformation,  there  might,  perhaps,  have 
enfued  the  taking  away  of  the  whole,  or  molt  of  thofe 
courts.  “  So  prudently  diligent  was  the  archbifliop  (fays 
“  Mr.  Strype )  to  keep  up  the  jurifdiciion  of  the  bifhops 
“  courts,  and  the  wealthy  eftate  of  the  clergy,  by  pre- 
“  ferving  non-refidencies  to  them.” 

There  was  another  bill  brought  into  the  houfe,  to  punifli 
voluntary  abfence  from  church;  the  forfeiture  was  to  be 
twelve  pence  each  Sunday ,  to  be  levied  by  diflrefs,  by  a  war- 
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rant  from  a  juftice  of  peace;  but  the  bill  was  oppofed,  be- 
caufe  there  was  a  fevere  law  already  agamft  recufams,  of 
twenty  pounds  per  month-,  and  becaufe,  if  this  billlhould 
pafs  a  mdice  of  peace’s  houfe  would,  like  a  quartet -fedions, 
be  crouded  with  a  multitude  of  informers:  It  was  hkewife 
againd  magna  charta, ,  which  entitles  every  man  to  be  tried 
by  his  peers,  whereas  by  this  aft,  two  witneffes.  before  a 
ice  of  peace  were  fufficient.*  The  bill  however  was 
engroffed,  and  being  put  to  the  quellion,  the  hoes  cairie  11 
by° a  Angle  voice;  upon  which  the  Teas  faid  the  fpeaker 
was  with  them,  which  made  the  number  even.  1  he  quellion 
was  then  put  whether  the  fpeaker  had  a  voice,  which  being 
carried  in  the  negative,  the  bill  mifcarried.  ' 

The  convocation  did  nothing  but  give  the  Queen  four  lub- 
lidies  to  be  collefted  in  four  years,  and  receive  an  exhorta¬ 
tion  from  the  archbilhop  to  obferve  the  canons  palled  in  the 
laft  convocation.  They  met  October  the  1 8th,  and  u  ere 
dillolved  with  the  parliament  December  the  19th  following. 

This  year  [  1 602]  died  the  reverend  and  learned  Mr.  IVm. 
Perkins,  born  at  Marjlon  in  IVarwickJhire  in  the  firft  year 
of  Oueen  Elizabeth,  and  educated  in  Chi  ji  s  college,  Cam¬ 
bridge,  of  which  he  was  fellow:  He  was  one  of  the  moll 
famous  practical  writers  and  preachers  ol  his  age  ;  and  being 
a  drift  Calvinijl,  he  publilhed  feveral  treatifes  in  favour  of 
thofe  doftrines,  which  involved  him  in  a  controverfy  with 
Arminius  then  prolellor  ol  divinity  at  Ecyden,  that  continued 
to  his  death.  He  was  a  puritan  non-conformid,  and  a  fa¬ 
vourer  ol  the  difciphne,  lor  which  he  was  once  or  twice 
before  the  high  commijjion ;  but  his  peaceable  behaviour,  and 
great -fame  in  the  learned  world,  procured  him  a  difpenfation 
from  the  perfections  of  his  brethren.  Mr.  Perkins  was  a 
little  man,  and  wrote  with  his  left  hand,  being  lame  of  his 
right.  His  works,  which  tvere  printed  in  three  vols.  fol.' 
drew  him  to  have  been  a  mod  pious,  holy,  and  indudrious 
divine,  confidering  he  lived  only  forty-four  years.  § 

To 

*  Collier’s  Eccl.  Hifl.  p.  667. 

§  Many  of  his  works  were  tranflated  into  Dutch ,  Spanijb,  F rench,  and 
Italian ,  and  are  kill  in  eftimation  in  Germany.  Mr.  Orton ,  who  by  his  mo¬ 
ther’s  fide  defeended  in  a  direft  line  from  Mr.  Perkins' s  elder  brother,  fpeaks 
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urther  than  the  prefent  edablifhment.  The  fird  hid 
came  into  it  with  this  view;  they  declared  aLi  “he 
habits  and  ceremonies,  and  promifed  to  u fe  all  their  imered 
w.th  the  Queen  for  their  removal;  but  how  foon  thcy  forSft 
em hives,  when  they  were  warm  in  their  chairs  the  fore 

werTof  ter1™  difc°Tedf  Moft  »r  ficd’r  form  i 
were  of  Erajhan  principles,  looking  upon  the  church  as  I 

meer  creatu?  °f  Jlate:  They  gave  up  every  S  to  the 

a-  f  ldedr“  ,h'  fUpremc  “W  the  abfolute 
diredfion  of  the  confciences,  or  at  lead  of  the  religious  n-n 

fefiion  of  all  his  fubjefts.  They  acknowledged  §onIy  two' 

ordei  s  of  clergy  of  divine  infiitut ion,  viz.  bi]Lps  or  Iriefts 

end  deacons.  They  admitted  the  ordinations  of  foreign 

urches  by  meer  prelbyters,  till  towards  the  middle  of  this 

J5^n’  fhen  validity  began  to  be  difputed  and  denied 
mitgift  was  the  firft  who  defended  the  hierarchy,  from  the 
pra&icc  of  the  third,  fourth  and  fifth  centuries,  when  the 
Roman  empire  became  chndian ;  but  Bancroft  divided  off 
the  bifhops  from  the  pnedhood,  and  advanced  them  into  a 
luperior  order  by  divine  right,  with  the  foie  power  of  ordi¬ 
nation,  and  the  keys  of  difeipline;  fo  that  from  his  time 
there  were  reckoned  three  orders  of  clergy  in  the  Enfiifh 
hierarchy,  viz.  bifhops,  priefls,  and  deacons.  Thus  the  church 
advanced  in  her  claims,  and  removed  by  degrees  to  a  greater 
diltance  from  the  foreign  protedants. 

.  The  controverfy  with  the  puritans  had  only  a  fmall  be- 
ginning,  viz.  the  impofing  of  the  popilh  habits  and  a  few  in¬ 
different  ceremonies',  but  it  opened  by  degrees  into  a  refor- 

workTtiw/  e*“ilent  writer,  clear  and  judicious;  and  recommends  his 

for  compuion!mfterS’  efpeClally-^“*<?  0neS)  as  affording  large  materials 

Orton’s  Letters  to  a  Young  Clergyman,  p.  39,  40.  Ed. 

§  Bilhop  Worburton  informs  us,  from  Selden  de  Synedriis,  that  Erafius’ 
tamous  book  de  Excommumcatione  was  purchafed  by  Whittift  of  Era/fus ’ 

Widow  in  Germany,  and  put  by  him  to  the  prefs  in  London,  under  fiflitious 
names  of  the  place  and  printer. 

Supplemental  Volume  to  Warburton’s  Works,  p.  473.  Ed. 
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mation  of  difcipline,  which  all  confeffed  was  wanting;  and 
at  lalt  the  doctrinal  articles  were  debated.  The  Queen  and 
the  later  bilhops  would' not  part  with  a  pin  out  of  the  hie¬ 
rarchy,  nor  leave  a  latitude  in  the  moll  trifling  ceremonies, 
but  infilled  upon  an  exaft  uniformity  both  in  do&rine  and  ce¬ 
remonies,  that  all  might  unite  in  the  publick  ftandard.  1  he 
puritans-,  in  their  writings  and  conferences,  attempted  to  lhew 
the  defeats  of  the  eltabhihment  from  fcnptuic,  and  fiom  the 
earlieft  ages  of  the  church;  and  what  they  buffered  for  it 
has  been  in  part  related;  the  fufpenfions  and  deprivations  of 
this  long  reign  amounting  to  feveral  thoufands;  but  when  it 
appeared  that  nothing  would  be  abated,  and  that  penal  laws 
were  multiplied  and  rigoroufly  executed,  they  endeavoui  ed 
to  ereft  abort  of  voluntary  difcipline  within  the  church,  for 
the  eafe  and  fatisfaftion  of  their  own  conbciences,  being  un 
willing  to  feparate ;  till  at  length  the  violence  of  perbecution 
drove  borne  of  them  into  the  extremes  of  brownifm,  which 
divided  the  puritans,  and  gave  rife  to  a  new  controverby, 
concerning  the  necejity  of  a  feparation  from  the  ejlablified 
church ,  of  which  we  ihall  hear  more  hereafter;  but  under 
all  their  hardfhips  their  loyalty  to  the  Queen  was  untainted, 
and  their  behaviour  peaceable;  they  acid  relied  the  Queen 
and  parliament,  and  bifhops  for  relief,  at  fundry  times;  and 
remonftrated  againft  the  arbitrary  proceedings  of  the  fpiri- 
tual  courts,  making  ube  of  no  other  weapons  but  prayers 
and  tears,  attended  with  feripture  and  argument. 

The  chief  principles  of  the  puritans  have  been  already 
related:  They  were  no  enemies  to  the  name  or  function  of 

J  ^ 

a  bifhops  provided  he  was  no  more  than  7 rpoec&£,  or  a  (bated 
prefident  of  the  college  of  prefbyters  in  his  diocefe,  and  man¬ 
aged  the  affairs  of  it  with  their  concurrence  and  afliftance. 
They  did  not  objeft  againft  preferibed  forms  of  prayer „  pro¬ 
vided  a  latitude  was  indulged  the  minifter  to  alter  or  vary 
fome  expreffions ;  and  to  make  ufe  of  a  prayer  of  his  own 
conception  before  and  after  fermon:  Nor  had  they  an  aver- 
fion  to  any  decent  and  diftinEl  habits  for  the  clergy  that  were 
not  derived  from  popery.  But  upon  the  whole  they  were 
the  mod  refolved  proteftants  in  the  nation,  zealous  Cal - 
vinijls ,  warm  and  affectionate  preachers,  and  determined 
enemies  to  popery,  and  to  every  thing  that  had  a  tendency 
towards  it.  It 
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T  Jt  Is..not  Pretended,  that  the  Puritans  were  without 
then  failings;  no,  they  were  men  of  like  paffions  and  infir! 

mines  with  their  adverfaries;  and  while  they  endeavoured 

to  avoid  one  extreme,  they  might  fall  into  another;  their 
zeal  for  their  platform  of  difcipline  would,  I  fear,  have  be¬ 
trayed  them  into  the  impofition  of  it  upon  others,  if  it  had 
been  eftabhlhed  by  law.  Their  notions  of  the  civil  and  re- 
ligious  rights  of  mankind  were  narrow  and  confufed,  and 
derived  too  much  from  the  theocracy  of  the  Jews,  which 
was  now  at  an  end.  Their  behaviour  was  fevere  and  rmid 
ar  remov  ed  from  the  fafhionable  freedoms  and  vices  of  the 
age;  and  poffibly  they  might'  be  too  cenforious,  jin  not 
making  thofe  diftm&ions  between  youth  and:  age,  grandeur 
and  meer  decency,  as  the  nature  and  circumftances  oft  things 
w;ould  admit;  but  with  all  their  faults,  they  were  the  moll 
pious  and  devout  people  in  the  land;  men  of  prayer ,  both  in 
lecret  and  publick,  as  well  as  in  their  families;  their  manner 
of  devotion  was  fervent  and  folemn,  depending  on  the  affift- 
ance  of  the  divine  fpirit,  not  only  to  teach  them  how  to 
pray,  but  what  to  pray  for  as  they  ought.  They  had  a 
pi  ofound  reverence  for  the  holy  name  of  Lod,  and  were  great 
enemies  not  only  to  prophane  fwearing,  but  to  foolifh  talking: 
and  jelling,  which  are  not  convenient;  they  were  ftrift  ob- 
feiveis  of  the  chrijlian  jabbath  or  Lord's  day ,  Ipending  the 
whole  of  it  in  acts  of  publick  and  private  devotion  and  cha¬ 
rity.  It  was  the  diftingu filling  mark  of  a  puritan  in  thefe 
times,  to  fee  him  going  to  church  twice  a  day  with  his  Bible 
under  his  arm :  And  while  others  were  at  plays  and  interludes , 
at  revels,  or  walking  in  the  'fields,  or  at  the  diverftons  of 
bowling,  fencing,  &c.  on  the  evening  of  the  fabbath,  thefe 
with  their  families  were  employed  in  reading  the  fcriptures, 
finging  pfalms,  catechifmg  their  children,  repeating  fermons, 
and  prayer:  Nor  was  this  only  the  work  of  the  Lord's  day , 
but  they  had  their  hours  of  family  devotion  on  the  week 
days,  elleeming  it  their  duty  to  take  care  of  the  fouls  as  well 
as  the  bodies  of  their  fervants.  They  were  circumfpecl  as 
to  aii  the  excefifes  of  eating,  drinking,  apparel,  and  lawful 
diverfions,  being  frugal  in  houfekeeping,  indullrious  in  their 
particular  callings,  honell  and  exaft  in  their  dealings,  and 
felicitous  to  give  to  every  one  his  own.  Thefe  were  the 

people 
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people  who  were  branded  with  the  name  of  precisians* 

PURITANS,  SCHISMA TICKS,  ENEMIES  TO  GoD  AND  THEIR 
country,  and  throughout  the  courfe  of  this  reign  under¬ 
went  cruel  mockings,  bonds,  and  imprifonment. 

Sir  Francis  Walfingham  has  given  a  fummary  account  of 
the  Queen’s  policy  towards  them,  in  a  letter  to  Monfieur 
Cretoy ,  which  I  lhall  tranfcribe  in  his  own  words.* 

“ - f  find,  fays  Sir  Francis ,  that  the  Queen’s  proceed- 

cc  ings  both  againft  papifts  and  puritans  are  grounded  upon 
<c  thefe  two  principles: 

cc  The  one,  that  confciences  are  not  to  be  forced  but  to 
“  be  wop,  and  reduced  by  force  of  truth,  with  the  aid  of 
“  time  and  ufe  of  all  good  means  of  inftruttion  and  per- 
“  fuafion. 

“  The  other,  that  caufes  of  confcience,  when  they  exceed 
“  their  bounds,  and  grow  to  be  matter  of  fadion ,  lofe  their 
tc  nature;  and  that  fovereign  princes  ought  diftin&ly  to  pu- 
“  nifli  their  praftices  and  contempt,  though  coloured  with 
66  the  pretence  of  confcience  and  religion. 

“  According  to  thefe  principles  her  majefty  behaved  to- 
“  wards  the  papifts  with  great  mildnefs,  not  liking  to  make 
“  a  window  into  their  hearts,  except  the  abundance  of  them 
overflowed  into  overt-afts  of  difobedience,  in  impugning 
“  her  fupremacy.  When  the  pope  excommunicated  her,  flie 
“  only  defended  herfelf  againft  his  bulls;  but  when  fhe  was 
threatened  with  an  invafion,  and  the  papifts  were  altered 
“  from  being  papifts  in  confcience  to  being  papifts  in  faftion, 
flie  was  then  obliged  to  provide  feverer  laws  for  the  fecu- 
rity  of  her  people. 

For  the  other  party  which  have  been  offenfive  to  the 
<c  ftate,  though  in  another  degree,  and  which  call  themfelves 
cc  reformers ,  and  we  commonly  call  puritans ,  this  hath  been 

*  Mi\  Nealy  in  his  Review,  obferves,  that  Sir  Francis  wrote  this  letter  as 
fecretary  of fate  and  as  the  Queen’s  fervant,  endeavouring  to  vindicate  her 
behaviour  towards  non-conformifts  to  a  foreign  court;  he  mult  be  allow- 
ed  therefore  to  put  the  molt  favourable  conftruaion  on  his  royal  miltrefs’s 
conduit,  and  acquit  her  in  the  belt  manner  he  is  able.  It  alfo  deferves  to 
be  remarked,  that  Sir  Francis,  dying  April  1590,  did  not  fee  the  feverities 
of  the  all  thirteen  years  of  Queen  Elizabeth's  reign,  which  were  by  much 
the  lharpell  and  moll  cruel.  Neal’s  Review,  4to  edition,  p.  875.  Ed. 

f  Burnet’s  Hilt.  Ref.  vol.  iii.  p.  419, 

Vol.  I.  L  1 
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by  the  pi oceeding  towards  them:  A  great  while,  when  they 
inveighed  againft  luch  abufes  in  the  church,  as  pluralities , 
non-rejidents ,  and  me  like,  their  zeal  was  not  condemned, 
only  their  violence  was  fometimes  cenfured.  When  they 
rel  uled  the  life  of  fome  ceremonies  and  rites  as  fuperflitious, 
they  were  tolerated  with  much  connivance  and  gentlenefs; 
yea,  when  they  called  in  quellion  the  fuperiority  of  bifliops, 
and  pretended  to  a  democracy  in  the  church,  their  propo- 
fitions  were  coniidered,  and  by  contrary  writings  debated 
and  dife ulled;  yet  all  this  while  it  was  perceived  that  their 
courfe  was  dangerous  and  very  popular;  as  becaufe  pa - 
Piftry  was  odious,  therefore  it  was  ever  in  their  mouths, 
that  they  fought  to  purge  the  church  from  the  reliques  of 
papiftry,  a  thing  acceptable  to  the  people,  who  love  ever 
to  run  from  one  extreme  to  another. 


Becaule  multitudes  of  rogues  and  poverty  was  an  eye- 
“  fore,  and  a  diflike  to  every  man,  therefore  they  put  into 
“  people’s  heads,  that  if  difeipline  were  planted,  there  would 
“  be  no  vagabonds,  no  beggars,  a  thing  very  plaufible;  and 
“  in  like  manner  they  promifedthe  people  many  of  the  im- 
“  poihble  wonders  of  their  difeipline;  befides,  they  opened 
“  to  the  people  a  way  to  government  by  their  confiftories 
“  and  prefbyteries,  a  thing  though  in  confequence  no  lefs 
“  prejudicial  to  the  liberties  of  private  men  than  to  the 
“  fovereignty  of  princes,  yet  in  Sift  fliew  very  popular; 
“  neverthelefs  this,  except  it  were  in  fome  few  that  entered 
“  into  extreme  contempt,  was  borne  with,  becaufe  they  pre- 
“  tended  in  dutiful  manner  to  make  propofitions,  and  to 
u  leave  it  to  the  providence  of  God  and  the  authority  of  the 
“  magiftrate. 

“  But  now  of  late  years,  when  there  iffued  from  them, 
cc  that  affirmed  the  confent  of  the  magiftrate  was  not  to  be  at - 
“  tended ;  when  under  pretence  of  a  confeihon  to  avoid 
cc  Sander  and  imputations,  they  combined  themfelves  by 
“  clafes  and  fubfcriptions\  when  they  defeended  into  that 
£c  vile  and  bafe  means  of  defacing  of  the  church  by  ridicu- 
£t  lous  pafquils^  when  they  began  to  make  many  fubjefts  in 

doubt  to  take  oaths,  which  is  one  of  the  fundamental 
6i  parts  of  juftice  in  this  land,  and  in  all  places;  when  they 
“  began  both  to  vaunt  of  their  Srength,  and  number  of  their 

“  partizans 
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partizans  and  followers,  and  to  life  comminutions,  that  ‘heir 
c.ude  would  prevail  through  uproar  and  violence,  then  it 
appealed  to  he  no  more  zeal,  no  more  confidence,  but  mere 
faction  anddiviiion;  and  therefore,  though  the  date  were 
compelled  to  hold  ionic  what  a  harder  hand  to  redrain  them 
than  ,/iioie,  yet  was  it  with  as  great  moderation  as  the 
“  Peace  of  the  date  or  church  could  permit.  Thus  her  ma- 
“  je  lly  has  always  obferved  the  two  rules  before-mentioned, 
“  'n  baling  tenderly  with  confciences,  and  yet  in  difeoverim’ 
faction  from  conlcience,  and  foftnefs  from  fingularity.” 
The  falfe  colourings  of  this  letter  are  eafily  difeerned:  It 
admits  that  the  confciences  of  men  ought  not  to  be  forced  but 
when  they  grow  intofadion ;  that  is,  to  an  inconfiftency  with 
the  peace  and  fafety  of  the  civil  government;  and  was  there 
any  tuing  like  this  in  the  petitions,  addrefies,  and  fubmifhve 
behaviour  of  the  puritans?  But  they  did  not  attend  the  con  font 
of  the  magistrate.  Let  the  reader  judge  by  the  foregoing 
hi  dory,  whether  they  did  not  attend  and  apply  for  it  feveral 
}e<:rs;  and  n  after  all,  the  confent  of  the  magiftrate  mud  be 
waited  for,  before  we  follow  the  dictates  of  our  confciences 
it  is  eafy  to  fee  there  would  have  been  no  reformation  in  the 
protedant  world.  But  the  Queen’s  word  maxim  was,  that 
while  fte pretended  not  to  force  the  confciences  of  her  fubjeds, 
/he  obliged  them  under  the  fever  eft  penalties  to  come  to  church 
and  make  an  outward  prof eftion  of  that  way  of  worjhip  which 
they  inwardly  d fallowed.  This  was  to  edablifli  hypocrifv 
by  a  law  and  to  force  men  to  deal  falfly  with  God,  and  their 
own  confciences,  in  matters  of  the  mod  folemn  importance. 

la&ical  religion  was  all  this  reign  at  a  very  low  ebb;  the 
greated  part  of  the  clergy  being  barely  capable  of  readme- 

rP,  }n‘S  7'd  tln  hom''y-  ^  the  remoter  countries  and  villages 
the  people  were  either  papids,  or  no  better  than  heathens! 

“  dr-A7  Kf10ns  the,c!frS);  or  laity  were  remarkably  pious 
«  ftna  obfcrvers  of  the  fabbath,  and  declared  enemies  of 

«  Pr°Phangefs,  ,and  P0Pery,  (lays  Mr.  OJburn )  they  were 
either  ica!  puritans,  or  branded  with  that  invidiousVune-  ' 

;;  and  numbers  of  the  inferior  clergy  and  people  in 

cities  and  corporations,  were  of  this  number:”  The  ecu 
forming  clergy  lod  ground ;  and  the  order  of  bifliops  bv 
pen  mg  t  reir  zeal  more  about  the  external  forms  of  worfhip 
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than  in  painful  preaching  and  encouraging  praftical  religion, 
grew  into  contempt;  popery  gained  ground  in  the  country, 
by  the  diligence  of  the  mijjionaries ,  and  the  ignorance  and 
lazinefs  of  the  eftabliihed  clergy ;  whilft  puritanifm  prevailed 
in  cities  and  corporations!  fo  that,  as  archbifhop  Pen  her  ob- 
ferved,  the  Queen  was  the  only  friend  of  the  chuich;  and 
fupported  it  by  a  vigorous  execution  of  the  penal  laws,  and 
by  refolving  to  admit  of  no  motion  for  reformation,  but 

what  fh ou Id  arife  from  herfelf. 

Thus  things  continued  to  the  Queen’s  death:  her  ma- 
lefty  was  grown  old  and  infirm,  and  under  a  viable  cieca^  or 
natural  fpirits,  fome  fay  for  the  lofs  of  the  Earl  of  EJfex, 
whom  {he  had  lately  beheaded;  but  otheis,  fiom  a  juft  in¬ 
dignation  to  fee  herfelf  neglected  by  thofe  who  _  were  too 
ready  to  worfhip  the  rifmg  fun.  Inis  threw  her  into  a  me¬ 
lancholy,  attended  with  a  drowfinefs,  and  heaviness  in  all 
her  limbs ;  which  was  followed  with  a  lofs  of  appetite,  and 
all  the  marks  of  an  approaching  diffolution:  Upon  this  the 
retired  to  Richmond ;  and  having  caufed  her  inauguration 
rum  which  was  grown  into  the  flefh,  and  become  painful,  to 
be 'filed  off.  {he  lan  smithed  till  the  24th  of  March,  and  then 

died, 


home  and  the  fupport  of'  the  proteftant  intereft  abroad, 
while  h  was  in  its  infancy;  for  without  her  afliftance,  neither 

rn  France  nor  the  Dutch  reformers  could  Have 
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of  princes.  She  underflood  not  the  rights  of  confcience  in 
matters  of  religion ;  and  is  therefore  juftly  chargeable  with 
perfecuting  principles.  More  fanguinary  laws  were  made  in 
her  reign,  than  in  any  of  her  predeceffors :  her  hands  were 
ftained  with  the  blood  of  papifls  and  puritans',  the  former 
were  executed  for  denying  her  fupremacy,  and  the  latter  for 
fedition  or  non-conformity.  Her  greatefl  admirers  blame 
her  for  plundering  the  church  of  its  revenues,  and  for  keep¬ 
ing  leveral  fees  vacant  many  years  together  for  the  fake  of 
their  profits;  as  the  bifhopricks  of  Ely,  Oxford ,  and  others; 
which  laft  was  without  a  bifhop  for  twenty-two  years.  The 
Queen  was  devout  at  prayers,  yet  feldom  or  never  heard 
fermons  except  in  Lent ;  and  would  often  fay,  that  two  or 
three  preachers  in  a  county  were  fufficient.  She  had  high 
notions  of  the  fovereign  authority  of  princes,  and  of  her 
own  abfolute  fupremacy  in  church  affairs:  And  being  of 
opinion  that  methods  of  feverity  were  lawful  to  bring  her 
fubjefts  to  an  outward  uniformity ,  fhe  countenanced  all  the 
engines  of  perfecution,  as  fpiritual  courts ,  high  commiffion , 
and  ftar-chamber ,  and  ftretched  her  prerogative  to  fupport 
them  beyond  the  laws,  and  againfl  the  fenfe  of  the  nation.  § 
However,  notwithstanding  all  thefe  blemifhes,  Queen  Eliza - 
heth  Hands  upon  record  as  a  wife  and  politick  princefs,  for 
delivering  the  kingdom  from  the  difficulties  in  which  it  was 
involved  at  her  acceflion;  for  preferving  the  proteftant  re¬ 
formation  againfl  the  potent  attempts  of  the  pope,  the  emperor , 
and  the  King  of  Spain  abroad,  and  the  Queen  of  Scots  and 
her  popiffi  fubjects  at  home;  and  for  advancing  the  renown 
of  the  Englifh  nation  beyond  any  of  her  predeceffors.  Her 
majefly  held  the  balance  of  Europe ,  and  was  in  high  efteem 
with  all  foreign  princes,  the  greatefl  part  of  her  reign; 
and  though  her  proteftant  fubje&s  were  divided  about  church 
affairs,  they  all  difcovered  a  high  veneration  for  her  royal 
perfon  and  government;  on  which  accounts  {he  was  the 
glory  of  the  age  in  which  fire  lived,  and  will  be  the  ad¬ 
miration  of  poflerity. 


§  Fuller’s  Worthies,  b.  ii.  p.  313. 
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CONSIDERING  the  complexion  of  that  feries  of  events, 
through  which  Mr.  Neal’s  hiftory  conducts  the  reader,  he 
mail  be  allowed  to  have  drawn  the  character  of  Queen  Eliza- 
bc+h  with  great  fairnefs  and  candor.  A  later  ecclefiaftical 
hiftorian,  a  learned  writer  of  our  eftablifhment,  has  defcribed 
the  leading  features  of  her  reign  and  principles  in  ftronger 
and  bolder  terms  of  reprobation.  With  Mr.  Neal,  he  has\l- 
low-:d  to  her  the  merit  of  44  being  a  wife  and  politic  princefs, 
“  for  delivering  the  kingdom  from  the  difficulties  in  which 
cc  it  was  involved  at  her  acceffion,  for  preferring  the  pro- 
“  reliant  reformation  againft  the  potent  enemies  which  at- 
44  tempted  to  deftroy  it,  and  for  advancing  the  renown  of  the 
44  Englijh  nation  beyond  any  of  her  predeceflbrs:”  yet  he 
taxes  her  with  many  flagrant  inftances  of  weaknefs  and  mif- 
rule;  in  which  her  minifters  had  no  (hare,  and  which  they 
had  neither  power  nor  intereft  enough  to  prevent.  Having 
enumerated  thcfe,  to  them  he  obferves  mull  be  added  44  the 
44  feverity  with  which  Ihe  treated  her  proteftant  fubjefts  by 
44  her  high  commiffion  court,  againft  law,  againft  liberty, 
44  and  againft  the  rights  of  human  nature.  If  thefe  are  not 
44  (fays  he)  flagrant  inftances  of  weaknefs  and  mifrule  to 
44  which  her  minifters  never  encouraged,  but  oftimes  dif- 
44  fuaded  her  as  far  as  they  durft,  and  which  were  not  owing 
to  fudden  ftarts  of  paffion,  but  to  her  own  tyrannical  dif- 
pofition,  then  all  arbitrary  power  may  be  defended  as  juft 
and  lawful.  The  paffion  of  Elizabeth  was  to  preferve  her 
crown  and  her  prerogative:  and  every  meafure  which  flie 
herfelf  directed,  or  approved  when  projefted  by  her  mi- 
44  nifters,  was  fubfervient  to  thefe  two  purpofesd5  To  this 
account  44  we  are  to  place  all  the  meafures,  which  {he  di- 
44  reeled  and  (he  alone,  againft  the  difturbers  of  the  unifor- 
44  mity  which  was  eftablifhed.  To  her  alone  it  was  owing 
44  at  firft,  and  not  to  her  bifhops,  that  no  conceffion  or  indul- 
44  gence  was  granted  to  tender  confciences.  She  underftood 
44  her  prerogative,  which  was  as  dear  to  her  as  her  crown  and 
44  life:  but  (he  underftood  nothing  of  the  rights  of  con- 
44  fcience  in  matters  of  religion;  and  like  the  abfurd  king 
44  her  father,  fhe  would  have  no  opinion  in  religion  acknbw- 
44  ledged  at  leaft,  bur  her  own.  She  reftored  the  reforma- 
44  tion,  it  is  true,  and  I  believe,  reftored  it  upon  principle: 

44  She 
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44  She  was,  likewife,  at  the  head  of  the  protefhmt  religion 
44  abroad,  in  affifling  thofe  who  profefled  it  in  France,  and 
44  the  Netherlands ,  as  well  as  Scotland ,  and  it  was  her  ill- 
44  tereft  to  do  fo;  but  where  her  intereft  called  upon  her  to 
46  negleft  the  reformed  religion,  file  did  it  without  fcruple. 


_  V.  »  * 

46  She  differed  from  her  lifter  in  this,  that  Ihe  would  not 
44  part  with  her  fupremacy  upon  any  terms:  and,  as  (lie  had 

i  i  |  •  /*•  •  r  1*11 
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l  l  j  i  j  ' 

44  much  greater  abilities  for  governing,  fo  flic  applied  her- 
44  felf  more  to  promote  the  ftrength  and  glory  of  her  domi- 
44  nion,  than  Mary  did:  but  lhe  had  as  much  of  the  bigot 
44  and  tyrant  in  her  as  her  lifter,  though  the  objeft  of  that 
44  bigotry  was  prerogative  and  not  religion.”* 

If  facts  have  any  meaning  and  force,  thofe  which  we  have 
now  reviewed  abundantly  confirm  tins  reprefen tati on  of  the 
fpirit  and  principles  of  Queen  Elizabeth .  Yet  a  celebrated 
modern  writer^  has  refolved  her  conduct  to  her  puritan  fub- 
jefts  into  44  her  good  tafte,  which  gave  her  a  fenfe  of  order 
44  and  decorum,  and  her  found  judgement,  which  taught  her 
44  to  abhor  innovations.”  YVnati  Can  the  fevereft  acts  of 
oppreffion  and  cruelty,  can  a  feries  of  arbitrary  and  unfeeling- 
outrages  committed  againft  the  property,  lives,  and  rights 
of  men,  take  fhelter  under  the  fan&ion  of  good  tafte  and  a 
found  judgment?  44  Nature  and  religion  reclaim.”  44  If,” 
fays  an  accurate  and  judicious  writer,  44  it  be  once  laid  down 
44  as  a  maxim,  that  a  found  judgement  will  teach  a  monarch 
44  to  abhor  innovations,  and  if  his  power  be  but  little  fuhjeft 
to  controul,  one  does  not  know  to  what  lengths  it  might 
proceed,  fo  as  to  be  exerted  not  only  in  matters  of  church 
44  government:  but  likewife,  perhaps,  againft  thofe  who 
44  would  introduce  4  enlarged’  or  rather  libertine  4  fentiments* 
44  about  religion.  Such  perfons,  I  doubt,  would  loon  give 
44  up  the  wifdom  and  equity  of  this  maxim  concerning  inno- 
44  vations,-  if  they  were  in  danger  of  having  the  concluding 
44  feet  ion  of  the  35th  of  Elizabeth ,  cap,  1,  put  in  execution 
44  againft  them.j” 

Another  writer  lias  thrown  the  blame  of  the  feparation 
from  the  church  of  England,  and  of  the  evils  of  which  it 


Cc 

cc 


Warner  s  Ecclelialtical  Hiltory  of  England,  vol.  ii.  p.  474,  c, 

§  Mr.  Hume. 

+  Letters  on  Mr.  Hume’s  Hiltory  of  Great-Britain,  printed  at  Edin¬ 
burgh,  1756,  p.  226. 
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was  productive,  on  the  puritans.  “  It  was  more  owing  to 
44  the  weaknefs  and  want  of  judgment  in  the  puritans,  who 
44  could  think  fuch  things  were  finful  about  which  the  fcrip- 
tures  were  wholly  filent,  and  who  defired  a  great  majority 
to  give  way  to  the  humour  of  a  few,  than  to  the  fuper- 
44  ftition  and  want  of  temper  in  the  Queen  and  the  archbifiiop, 
who  could  prefs  fuch  indifferent  rites  with  that  feverity, 
cc  before  the  minds  of  men  had  time  to  be  reconciled  to 
6C  them.”];  To  this  reprefentation  it  may  be  replied,  Was  it 
any  thing  unreafonable,  that  the  few  fliould  defire  the  ma¬ 
jority  not  to  oppreis  and  bind  their  confciences  in  matters 
about  which,  it  was  allowed,  the  fcriptures  were  filent,  and 
of  courfe  where  Chriib  had  left  them  free  ?  Or  could  it  be 
deemed  weaknefs  and  want  of  judgment,  that  they  requefted 
only  to  be  permitted  to  (land  fall  in  this  liberty?  Need  a  pro- 
teflant  divine  be  reminded,  that  to  add  to  the  religion  of 
Chrift  is  finful:  and  to  enforce  thefe  additions,  and  by  fevere 
penalties,  is  to  exercife  a  forbidden  jurifdiftion  in  his  church? 
Can  it  be  deemed  weaknefs  and  want  of  judgment  to  fee  this 
criminality,  and  to  refill  this  yoke?  But  if  to  fcrupie  the  ufe 
of  the  habits  indicated  weaknefs  and  want  of  judgment,  yet  a 
confcientious  adherence  to  the  dictates  of  their  own  minds, 
the  integrity  which  would  not  allow  them  to  adopt  habits  or 
ceremonies  that  they  thought,  or  fufpe&ed  to  be  finful,  fliould 
not  be  reproached,  but  applauded.  An  apoftle  would  on 
fuch  occafion  have  faid,  that  “  whatever  is  not  of  faith 
“  is  fin;”  and  “  Happy  is  he  that  condemned!  not  himfelf 
“  in  that  thing  which  he  alloweth.”  Why  fliould  the  re¬ 
jection,  or  even  an  hefltation  about  the  ufe  of  habits,  which 
had  no  divine  authority,  but  a  popifli  original,  and  by  the 
myftkal  fignification  affixed  to  them  led  to  fuperftition,  be 
refolved  into  weaknefs, and  want  of  judgment?  It  argued 
rather  a  true  difcernment,  a  juft  eftimate  of  things,  and  a 
comprehenflve  view  of  the  tendency  and  progrefs  of  fuper¬ 
ftition,  when  once  admitted. 

The  weaknefs,  I  fliould  conceive,  laid  on  the  other  fide: 
where  thefe  things  were  held  in  fuch  high  account,  and 
deemed  of  fuch  effential  importance,  as  to  be  the  ground  of 
the  fevereft  laws  to  enforce  the  ufe  of  them.  T  he  cruelty 
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of  the  impofition  afide,  the  very  impofition  itfelf  was  foUy. 
For  a  mighty  prince,  a  convocation  of  the  clergy,  a  ,(  1 
of  bifhops,  and  the  legiflature  of  the  nation,  to  give  all  d:ur 
attention  to  fupport  the  reputation  of  the  wearing  of  a  hoed 
and  a  furplice:  to  employ  all  the  earneilnefs  of  their  minus, 
the  weight  of  their  character,  and  the  dignity  of  their  ran.<, 
about  fuch  little  tilings,  this  is  a  ridiculous  tranfaction:  it 
betrays  the  thoughts  and  paflions  of  a  chnd.  But  when  to 
this  impotence  of  judgment  oppreffion  and  tyranny  are  added, 

our  indignation  is  railed!  .  -  . 

It  is  an  argument  oi  the  rationality  and  good  ionic  or  tnc 
general  principles,  by  which  the  puritans  profefied  to  be 
governed,  that  “  thefe  very  principles,”  as  a  late  writer  ob¬ 
serves,  “  were  the  lame  which  rightly  influenced  the  conduct 
of  the  reformers  m  otlif  r  inllancesj  for  exampk ,  m  their 
removing  the  altars  out  of  the  churches  and  letting  up 
tables  in  the  place  of  them.!  Namely,  luat  the  ret  am - 
ing  altars  would  ferve  only  to  nouriih  in  the  people  s  minds 
66  the  fuoer  nous  omnion  of  a  propitiatory  maf  ,  and  would 
a  adminifler  an  occalion  of  offence  and  divifion.”  A  like 
argument  in  relation  to  tne  antient  habits  was  ai  gued  by 
Bifhop  Hooper ,  fo  early  as  the  year  1550:$  and  it  was 
thought  of  weight  in  1562  by  one  half  of  the  houfe  of  con¬ 
vocation.* 

The  conduct  of  the  puritans,  it  appears  from  hence,  was 
wifely  adapted  to  the  times  in  which  they  lived:  in  which 
the  habits  had  a  tendency  and  influence  that  rendered  the 
conteft  about  them  far  from  being  fuch  a  frivolous  affair,  as 
many  are  now  difpofed  to  confidcr  it.  For  then  a  myftical 
fignification  was  affixed  to  them  by  the  church  of  Rome .  and 
there  was  a  prevailing  notion  of  their  neceflity  and  efficacy 
in  the  adminiftration  of  the  clergy.  It  is  alfo  evident,  that 
they  gave  the  Queen  and  her  courtiers  a  handle  to  eftablilh 
and  exercife  a  defpotick  power:  they  were  the  inftruments 
by  which  the  court  of  high  commiffion  endeavoured  to  rivet 
on  the  people  the  chains  of  tyranny.  The  oppofition  of  the 
puritans,  therefore,  may  be  vindicated  on  the  larged  prin- 

\  See  our  author,  p.  60  of  this  volume.  §  See  the  fame,  p.  162. 

*  Letters  on  Mr.  Hume’s  Hiftory,  p.  212,  213. 
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ciplcs.  It  was  a  hold  and  vigorous  ftand  againft  arbitrary 
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its  molt  tiividl  demands,  if  men  would  not  give  it  room  to 
place  its  foot  and  ereft  its  banner.  It  is  a’ pertinent  and 
very  fenfible  remark  of  a  great  author:  -  that  our  ancefbrs 
the  old  puritans,  had  the  fame  merit  in  oppofmg  the  im- 
pofition  of  the  furphce,  that  Hampden  had  in  oPPofing 
the  kvymg  °|  fbp-money.  i„  neither  cafe,  was  the  thing 
itfeu  objected  to,  fo  much  as  the  authority  that  injoined 
t4  ll’  a.K1  th.e  ddnSer  of  the  precedent.  And  it  appears  to 

„  J1S’  .lhaV;ie  man-,  r!10  13  aS  tenacious  of  his  religious  as 
ie  1 :  of  ll!S  Q'1''1  hberty,  will  oppoie  them  both  with 
“  equal  firmnefs.  § 

1  he  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth  affords  many  inflances  of 
the  connexion  between  civil  and  religious  liberty:  and  fur- 
nimes  unking  documents  of  her  difpofition  and  endeavours 
to  \  iohue  ootn.  In  tins  view  the  behaviour  of  the  puritans 

was  eventually  attended  with  the  moft  important  effects _ 

Mr.  Hume,  who  treats  their  principles  as  frivolous  and  their 
condua  as  ridiculous,  has  bellowed  on  them,  at  the  fame 
time,  the  highell  eulogium  his  pen  could  well  dicfate.  “  So 
“  abfolute,”  fays  he,  “  was  the  authority  of  the  crown,  that 
“  the  precious  fpark  of  liberty  had  been  kindled,  and  was 
“  preferved,  by  the  puritans  alone;  and  it  was  to  this  fefr  that 
“  the  Enghjh  owe  the  whole  freedom  of  their  conffitution  ”t 
While  it  is  not  afferted,  that  ail  the  puritans  afted  upon 
fuch  enlarged  views  of  things;  while  it  is  granted,  that  “  the 
notions  or  numbers,  probably  of  the  majority,  of  them 

concerning  «  the  civil  and  religious  rights  of  mankind,  were 

“  dark  and  confufed;”  yet  it  fliould  be  allowed  that  fome  of 
them,  for  inftance  Fox  the  martyrologilf,  affed  upon  liberal 
principles:  And  all  of  them  felt  the  oppreffion  of  the  day, 
fo  as,  by  their  own  experience  of  its  iniquity  and  evils,  to  be 
inftigated  to  oppofe  them;  though  they  did  not  apply  the 

principles,  which  were  thus  generated  in  the  mind,  to  their 
full  extent. 

}  Dr.  Prieftley’s  View  of  the  principles  and  conduit  of  the  Proteftant 
Diflenters.  Page  66. 

%  Hume’s  Hiftory  of  England,  vol.  v.  p.  189,  8vo.  ed.  1763. 
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the  libels  for  which  they  were  accufed,  yet  they  were 
«  brought  before  the  Star-chamber.  The  determinations  of 
cc  nnt  ^rrordinp*  to  anv  ftatute  law  of  the 


“  mark  of  the  vileft  flavery.”*  .r< 

Such  oppreffion,  fuch  violent  outrages  againfl  the'fecurity, 

the  confcience,  and  the  lives  of  men,  weit  fufficient  to  niitate 
their  minds,  and  to  provoke  them  to  reviling  and  abilfive  lan¬ 
guage.  Much  allowance  (hould  be  made. for  men,  who 
were  galled  and  inflamed  by  fevere  fufferings.  But,  inde¬ 
pendently  of  this  confideration,  we  fhould  judge  of  the  ftrain 
and  fpirit  of  their  writings,  not  by  the  more  polite  manneis 
and  liberal  fpirit  of  the  prefent  age,  but  by  the  times  in 
which  they  lived;  when,  on  all  fubjefts,  a  coarle  and  rough, 
and  even  abufive  ftylewas  common  from  authors  of  learning 
and  rank.  Bilhop  Aylmer ,  in  a  fermon  at  court,  fpeaking  of 
the  fair  fex,  faid;  “  Women  are  of  two  forts,  Some  of  them 
“  are  wifer,  better  learned,  difcreeter,  and  moreconllant,  than 
“  a  number  of  men;  but  another  and  a  worfe  fort  of  them, 
“  and  the  most  part,  are  fond,  fooliffi,  wanton  flibber- 
“  gibs,  tatlers,  triflers,  wavering,  witlefs,  without  counfel, 
“  feeble,  carelefs,  rafh,  proud,  dainty,  nice,  tale-bearers, 

eves-droppers,  rumour-raifers,  evil-tongued,  worfe-mind- 
cc  ed,  and  in  every  wife  doltified  with  the  dregs  of  the  devil's 
“  dunghill.”  §  If  a  bilhop,  when  preaching  before  the 
Queen,  could  clothe  his  fentiments  in  fuch  words,  on  a  fubje£t 
where  this  age  would  ftudy  peculiar  politenefs  of  ftyle;  can 
we  wonder  that  reviling  language  fhould  proceed,  in  the 
warmth  of  controverfy,  from  thofe  who  were  fullering  under 
the  rod  of  oppreffion? 

The  other  fide,  who  had  not  the  fame  provocations,  did 
hot  come  behind  the  moll  abufive  of  the  puritan  writers,. in 


*  Warner’s  Ecclefiaftical  Hiftory,  vol.  ii.  p.  463. 
§  Britifti  Biography,  vol.  lii.  p.  239. 
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tins  kind  of  oratory.  In  a  traft,  afcribed  to  Archbiff™ 

“Zhr’  the,n0ir?,nf°rmifts  are  defcribed  and  condemned  as 
c  lifmaticks,  bellie-gods,  decevers,  flatterers,  fools  foch 

“  as  have  b “nlearnedlie  brought  up  in  profan  occuna 
tions;  puffed  up  in  arrogancie  of  themfelves,  chargeable 

„  W  affe"lons:  oF  it  is  feared  thafthey 

make  pofthaft  to  be  anabaptifts  and  libertines,  gone  out 

“  *°m  U*>  but behke  ^ver  of  us;  differing  not  much  from 
<t  d°natifts,  Ihrmking  and  refilling  minifters  of  London:  dif- 
«  r[|rbers:  faffious  willful  entangJers,  and  encumberers  of 

“  hlt^0nrC,enCeS  °f  t?CIr  herers’  Sirders>  nippers,  fcoffers, 
“  liiri’  fnaPrer-  ar  ^periors,  having  the  fpirit  of  irony, 
like  to  audiani,  fmelhng  of.  donatiftrie,  or  of  papiftrie 
rogatianes,  circumcellians,  and  pelagians.”*  ’ 

#  Pierce  s  Vindication  of  the  Di/Ienters,  p,  62. 
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